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#O1E K
1.1 HEME

BEMBHIZ 2BEU EOEMEMALEGDLEREME THY, TOHREMITIT RN
STBENTERELZRB T2 N TE, BMELTEBE, @B, 7 I v
7R ENLIS WL, EREN, myFEEASME (Polymer Matrix
Composites, PMC), <@ & & #F ¥ (Metal Matrix Composites, MMC), & 7
2 v 7 A ME (Ceramic Matrix Composites, CMC) 72 X L 5. £
Ak M & LT, mRIET A F (SIC) AT AR EDR -, 7 A
Me, RFEWME, 77 7R EOBHMHROBAMPH Y, MILBEBIZCLY ZENE
v, ki A b & B B (Particle Reinforced Composites, PRC), #ik#E 5@ b 8 &
# £t (Fiber Reinforced Composites, FRC) 72 & L MR XN 5. F 7= #k#E (L 6 &
MEtomRLERER & LT, B 8ol bk 2 B & 8 G S8 7o ks
EEEMEBESRE#RMELZ — T miIcE X —FhmM, BiEZzRA2DSCHE2IC LT
MO ST 2777V I MRENRDDL. FRICHEEMEBHESHEOS S,
Mz E L THWDIZERZ ., REMR LD LE L TREMICTRF R
7 EOBEALBNE, BACMICH T ABMMESLRIEZBMELHTZESHELH Y,
ZIEN T T AR ME TR AL A B (Glass Fiber Reinforced Plastics, GFRP),

IR 3% 4k HE R (. 8 & # £} (Carbon Fiber Reinforced Plastics, CFRP) & FEIE L 5
[1].

Ebhi, REAMEBEBOB AL, EHE, Ern—2ARK, XYL ERE0
KRR LR Y e (PLA) REDOBHBFICEoTHO bncEHEME (7 —
varRTYy b)), VA I AMERWTEEEME 2 EBER I KA
ENTWVWD 2, MELHMAMEORm THRED £ K Sh TW5[2]-[5].

BEMEBORHEE L TIE, FFHmE (BMEEH7V ORE) - HLEIHE
(M EEHZV OMMER) TELLI R EToND. £, 7—F7 — KK~ 7T
U7 N EMENMEORGHEREOMEIREZERFITE oA, EMOMAEED
HICLo TR - EXN R EOKRL RERENMEEEZMN B TE AR ZEITbN
L. ZHnbUAICE, REENRETHY — KRB TE AR EL OREMN
b D, TS ORI M ZE T W oy Bk AR B0 — R A, AR —
YA, EREMRE, MEOETELRBHELED THEES AL TN S.

L2l s, BEMBEEROCRBME 2 EDOHEME LB L T, ME
DM R A ERICER LEZ, R2rTJoMERFRMEO LY REQEs >N E
C%. FRIZERNMTOMBIREDIXZL D& 1L KRE[6], WiEREMEDMHERSE
ferBE 2t EBL (SDGs) OB ENDLH, MEORFMALSR M O LY A
JIVDIEE BT EZOCEHEEOEGE VM B REFMIIEELARETH 5.

a{‘
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1.2 BEAaME D%

kA R E S MBI St R - S WD Rl I, B AHE
PEEWIOIHMLH L. BFMHEICO T, Bl 2 IZEBMERCEAEM BB VT,
PRALIBHMEDS 7 VX AICBAL TS ERET D EIFIEEFEMELE LTI #

BbdHD[7]. LrL, A#EERLCESHEHONRENRAAE O —>TH 2
FHHRAELEEZEZD L, FRICEBOBENICH > THMERE WS 50T, 5T
Kiof@ﬁﬁﬁ@#ﬁ&@,%Tﬁﬁﬁ.%k@égk#hﬁéﬂfwémy
Flo, WMPEAMEBO LI ICEHO FRICHEREERSE L THEBICIESEN
PEMEEClZ e WEE BRI ZE HFMEM B 22 ERFEEL, —BICHEAME O 58 B v
WEBWTIHEGTHEZBETLILE NS EWVZ D,

AR TIE, mbBEFEORV—-FHBERMCESH B 2%+ 5. &
BRI ME 5 X T E N F L < @y —J7, e & E A D5 o5k S|l R D
W, —EBMICHEB SN THEBERE L THOYLRS. 2 OB, #HER M % E Y
W&+ o2¢T, HAMEBORBEZED LI Z ENTE D,

ZOXIBMEBHE 1960 FTANDLER L TW D, YEEE ) FE AN T LS
BREFFBEEFEERERECHY, HHAOESAOICMA O FE[I01R L, BA
MOBE O R 72 K BB 2 i ig b L Edlk © 515 <°, Halpin-Tsai[11]D 72 £ O FE Y
NTA =B DT 4T 4 TICEDSDSHEODHHANRETHT. T, #ilx
EWMHESHAEOLDBR/ SN TV 0, BRALH O B RE 722 B m ok < i & £
TEEET, BLZORENFEFEMII KB TND.

TR L, 1990FE ALY, MEOKEE A ROMMEBREZO M, &
MOMEEERLPOERZROERNZEE L CTHEZTHT 2 FEDMRESH, ¥4
HEHEOBEEMEORENILE 7. o L) RMEICK LT, FRERZLER LY
DEMHEY I 2b—varz2MMALEHMECHELBRAICHFREIN, REBHR
FELE L TRREABBERE(RIPHEME(BIREPREINIAMLETEALIM
WHENDEIIER-2TWVD. ZOXRIBRAYWEMBOMBN R N FHEDE2E
ADNFEHENE (A7 082X D=0 R) LIRS, GEM 2 EB - iR HT I
TOVoEMBEM AR RYEENIENES RN T ORMEICEEL RIFTT 2 LT
bR TRy, HAMBOWZ/FEEFMICENTE, 20X 2B GHEERYE
MEFFMT 2 EELEETH 5.

BIE, BEHESOMEHOBRF THMBUICHVWDO N TV D HEMITICE S
ab—varicBL, ARBEFEICRRINLDLMEMITILZ, 20 Pa—X0H
wAL, s fIcfEo T, x0T - EMBHECHG - BB EICX LT
HMHAME LR TS, ESHLICKBAEMBHII S~V TF AT — VT2 EOFHET
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FEOBmEAIC LY REFFEBICBT 2 FAMMBFTICRKREREEHZzZRZL TS, —
T, BIRAEBRREDANT OIS —0FT HBEREOERKERIZE LSS HERE
R TN EZH WA BEFMme, RN LERFFLEA LY I 2 L
—va i, BHELBMENRBOZEBZZ T OIERLOLBEPIRNETH Y, F
B Fr eI & EE DG A B Z .

ZOWV o RN D, KEEMKY: 2 (ASME) (2 & > T, 2006 4 IC ”Guide for
Verification and Validation in Computational Solid Mechanics” 2% 2 B & 41, HE
FPERAWEBEKAFZHFEMOLEZDON A FIT A4 B RENNTWDH[I4]. Z 2T
X, ETVHE L I 2 — 3 3 (Modelling & Simulation) (238 J 5 T #l ¥
REFEMIC EFRAZB VTR D, EIZ

cBEOYWHB LN OMEET VO M

HBHETNVOMEL LV, R SN2 22— N ORGE (Code Verification)

AT — RFiIcLoTCEHELNTEHEEOMmIAIE (Calculation Verification)

T ET AR R LT LORBEZ L EMRICEL TV D 0% YO MR

(Validation)
DT INTWVWD. 29 Wo LGk & 2% %Mo g i@ (Verification & Validation)
MERERS>TEBWVWD Z &N V&V EFFEA TV D.

V&V OHEEMOBHBIBME L I 2 v —va Y CHTLOHENFETHO AR
BPFEBRRLHBOTFPICLENR - TEY, arvyta—FrIalb—varitdo
TERBZLZHIBELEMRLERZELI O, EBM OMKIE (Experimental
Verification) & EBRNOLHEONTRHRLELMITET VICKMIE DL I L NEHEHET
bHEEZLND. ZOBENG, FEE O EBAM O &R AL B AT F 1A
DHENLBEBLINTEY, BAEICELIETTORAREEIRESNL, £ 5
MAESHEO -2 Lo TND.

1.2.1 HEAEMEORESHE

BEAME ORI OMEFMICE WY TIX, MENRISIRED ZL LT M
RMENEERREEZET L2 ENEECTHY, EEOMBEEBIZE W T,
MLt e o REIZSHESCHBBESARLEOBMEMNRBERREL, MEDY
EROERBORWEICES &SN TWDH. — J5 B MR AL E S B O HE A
HmZhl Ry mEEAM LS E, AMPH TEHEASMBIIEREGE LY, #
MeELRIAR X —RE Mo CERT L. L0 RERMENMb D L&, #HE/MAIEO R
HELIIRAEBEGEOBBELBEEGET L. BHE/MERER2CHESL TV DI2HE TR
WO OHEEL, BIEBREICENCTREM®EDNKVEA, Fimix
NAET DH[1].



T, L1 ZRT L D 7 — 05 1 ik e s b 42 & A B 2 B HE 7 171 3 &2 AL AT
T DRI L7ZEEM (0/90/0) 282 25. Z 27T, 0X 90 XAMHM
(b2 F¥) Cxt T 2MERMAEET. 205G, 90° AL ICHE L, #%
HMEHEATMOENTHDLI N TV ANR—R T T v INELDZZERNHD. &6,
FTG U ANR=RZRT7 T o5 00 BE 90° BoORBMIZKE~LERT D &N
HY EEROMMESLTEMREBRE, EFFREOCK FTEZSEEITRERREE 2D 20,
BEMIZBWTHMEE CHDE NT L AN—27 5y 7 OFM T HILHHIC
BWTHEHETHLHLEEZRD.
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0090| e
\/ - 08800 0
OOOOOOOOoo
09070
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5 0 0P A0S Q
5 O 503 oo 20 5009
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z = 0 L0080
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y [90° &
x [0°]

Delamination Matrix crack

Fig.1.1 Fracture of laminated composites under tensile loading

ZoOXoi, EAMBOBEL, BEBELXLToOREBIZSBHERED IS
1 A — L (Micro scale) O iR OB L X @MII<BEERED XY X7
— L (Meso scale), HESLH L OMWKE TH D~ 1 X7 — /L (Macro scale) D
FrEBEZDLENRDLDL. Z0bIE, THLENDOAS — L TR LIS DT
e, BEWIZHFBELTWS. Tk, ZhbaxlEEsE, MENEGED L
EHMBEGEHLZHAEMN T2 LPAEHETHDL. S HIZEFEMIIHBRFE T L2720
W2, 77+ A% — /b (Molecular scale) TOREAh O &\ ZEME S FEf S LTV 5 [15].

1.22 HEMBOHHEY I 2V —va v

BTHEyIab—va i, RitlilB T 2ZEMELR EORM O 7D O FERIC L
LB KK L, BAERRZERT 272D, HAEMEBOB LR L KL 2
BofEmtEifflic o Thwd . BRI, BEaMBoRG&RICH > T,
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BEAMBOMBRESWEA D=2 08HS, RHRENEL DL OB N
H, fhoEEME (&ELY) THWLATWS Y ZPr—F Mz, ~7 17
BEHSCEHSHO LG, BMEMAREOEHM LN, T L THALH LM T
R ENI2WEBEOI 7 r L XVt Vo EBEOAr—LVICH > TSR
L. Flo, ERNENOATS—LICH L TRERFITZITI> 2 &I T, i
L TCoRBEIENERIND.

AR TIEAMBEOEBY, MxOBEAMBOT THROEARANRLEDOD —2T
o —HFmkMERILEASME (—FMFRP 77 4) %L L, K=l
— v a YR HAERMNBEHTE LKA D, —FMFRP 77 41%, 2 OHEH
BWCHEHMSA T2 FMBEEBROBERERTHY, 774 LTI, ik
DRV A X, ZHOoHBIOERBEEAERR MBI REICEREL 52 2R T
NEEHD. ~A 70 A= ZADBENLYL, 370X 7 =)L TOHKMY
2ab—va YERTINOOREBERFOFMIIBNTIHFTICANTHLY, KA
Kﬁ%ﬁﬁbhfwéuﬂmﬂ.:@;’ﬁﬁﬁViJwaay&ﬁ -
W E 7 X WA O KD RERTOFEBE N KRS KRBT D R A SN
THEDICHLHENTH S

TN QN TIE, R OEE R S M OB R AT R R R o 2 s
H e AR —VTOEMRETY V7 - BREMEREREEZT, MBHTITK
Bt 2 2 R EETHL. WA EOTT U B W TR, W0 T & L
SET LAY XLR20]°, @AM OWEE R EZ A W' T Y 7210 @R
Rohbd. 7o, MEHEEICNZ T, B2 5BEEBROETLVEERL, 20
R F 0SB I 5 2 2 BICOVTHLHIES TV S [22]. & 52,
S AT = LV TOBMEBEORSBHMEZRE T 22 LIk THEOMHEX
= A LEH LML ’&Téﬁ%%ﬁbhfbémﬂ

CTOXORMMERELLAT O LoICiE, wido@ o EEME o E N8
WEICEETI2BME/BER O ZRE XML, ELIKBRIEL L
MIEFICEHERPEO — D THDH. ZObIz, FEENFEREOHEREEKNFIC
E27 7 —FoHrod, F-RAFRSHELLS FEI TR EICK D ST
Mg UL O [24]1°, (b FZHMAG DB X mAUEFEMEB L OFRFEO M E[15]
REEADONENBELIHEINAL TS, L2LL, F¥yIalb—3Ta ik
LZREOEEOEBAFMEOFTMII+ DL IETEAT, 7737 AT —va Uik
251~ A7 mr Fry 7Ly MNERIREDFERMFAMMPEFE S ZLTb T
B, SIEHMEMAN™ILETD D .

—F, TNOLOWBRIXLLEEMNREHT TOMINIZTLALETHY, EMW
MmN ETHD. ik, EEOCESHM B TIE, #l 2 XA
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:M%éhf%%f%ﬁﬁﬂ@%%@%ﬁ@%ﬁm%@ﬁ&Dpﬂ,it%%

CXEDORENR R DR E, BIZHOLO2RESNTERENPKE LSMHEIFTE 572
JTIEEMBOREZ EENICETICEARA T+ REGEDLH H[28]. Z ik L,
MEB R A EEES T VX LA EZZE LM N EFERINL TV D . A XX
@éﬁﬂ®%/7ﬁ»mv:zv—95/ﬁ&:i%%%%&@%ﬁ$%®%
%km%umeDngﬁﬂmt@@vw%z&~w%$%ﬁ%@%jK%
T LHMEBI-EB3NFEEH R TWD. EFEHENADL AHEM BT —KICEHREZ
sofEcz AL, MBIV EWWREREORBEEMELENEDLD T & LMK
EROLD THDLH. AHAMBOI 7 Z o >X M EO NG oY
Bt lic W BT 5720, TOREBLZHLMICTI2EEHEL, ~VF X7 — LIk
TS IR 72 £ o B R R E AT BB HAE S T D [34]-[36].

UbkozZ b, KHFETIE, ZBEYI a2 —va vy CE2CEBENBERHT
Dbz, OMBEMNZOEBEEE LOHMIC X 2MEAB L BETM, @EED
FUALRBEBED ERRET VT ENRNRET VAR, OMHANEE -
e - IS AMTICE LB I a2 —va vEORFOBEICI Y i &
L.

1.3 B A B o 5B FE A

Ao @ Y, BMMEMTFICLDT I 2 b —3 g BEBAEED O MR
FICHEBRHICHVLR TS RICEB TS V&V OB b EBRAGEM D S
bRbmEEAARLTRLEAVWEY S 2 b —y g UEINORZ YO MR O E MK
BRI >2H 5. HlziX, BEMEBOERRICEWNT, #RKIZTOTAHT
—VZEHWTMHMEORNTOIR T —0FTHEARGFH S TR, EF T
TV IOVE BB L3717 S K D AR T o 2 HLE O KN O T A 5 R
Z<EBAINTHS., 2EHBOFHAIFEREIN S LT I2HR K TR THFIA
TELH2E00, ARERIERLED CAEMIT L O LV EEM R REKOEIC
BWTbHLHEATHSL. MxT, &R ELLEEL TV 0NN E O
RMWE o XA Z2WALENICTDHEDICHEHTH D.

U BB A FEX, T VEGMEBEEOIEIT, oy b ED BB E[38]
RET VIE[39], iy 7 MEMOBRENRBEIN TS, ZHDEREWN L
LCiE, Bm&EFEZATBRICHAGSREICTOLAREZTOND. £, &M
GBE- - BREIATORMBICEY, HRTIEIRECTL > ZHMEMBE L XL O HE
oS, MRS OBEERL, KRAFME, yFMArMECHEHATS 2L
HLARER D DO b DH[41]-[44]. T D K O R RITREBHFE - BAMEFM R LI
HonboinTkYy, BEIBORLLT, LR - BESFICEWNTHEALICHH
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ER T 5 [45]-[47].

T, AR THBLETIHAMBOEMBE Y I 2L —va v ITLD2EEN
FEMICBE L T, FRICI 7 B LRV TABERME O O T H 550N KRR E
hH. ZORE, EEMZOBEGERE T IBRERICB W T, MARKRTICX

LEBOT N A RXNELT DA, FRM/hEEKOBZICE VT, il
TONOHELD TR EO/REFMHITHEIC TS, HBEDO ) A XARELRY
P EICE MM B2 R ETARENMELE L. 207D, BB /) A4 X
DEBOBRBBEZLZZOHNT — 2 OB IR E LG &8 EADIEF
HELRBELE R D.

1.3.1 Z 0 %585 L OFH

TEMBOMMESLTHREZR EOBBOREDT, MEBZ2ERT LIRS LA
LR, MAEEORE (RMELHAEWOMGEE#E L EY) OI7r A r— LTl
IOHBBORBEEZ T L. BEMBOLE, MM OMBESMME £ 213k 1 &
Wo oA ALBREN AT OBEICRIETTHEBEIFICREY., £, EBMEIC
BOWTHRILME TH > THLHMENITEIABHETHY, Flx ZALBEIZ LD T
SRR ELL, BBAOKRELELTI2HBE6bH05. 208 AT, +HIC
INSTR AT = LI TEZNE, ZLOMBHITESGHE L VR, BEMEOD
PEDE G 27 M1, MBS BELKRELTLILEOICEHBEL RS, FIZ, #
AME OB RMERZOAENRBEMCET VILOLBEERERH S TV
5[48]. ZO X FEMBOBY v A 7 n A= REE b, NYHER
MELO M ES Z2, MEMNRSESE NS, FEEDZFZHTHIIL, MEOE
RO RERLRELLOHELZZERZTLH72DICHLATND.

2T, MBONFHREEICRIT OMEBEN R NTOREICRETTEEL
WEST D0, e BEOBEME Oy, EARBIVUCZHMEE . T
DB MEE) Lo T, MEMEOLEECHEREOBEL X OFHMMAITOI
T/, Thooall, EESHEEO —#HOBRE2REHET LN TXD L
@%%D,wﬁ%m@&éiw%%%%%@m%#éﬁﬁ@%%ﬁ@%fm%
LNBMETH N TED.

o, 370 A= LICBTLO2WEAMBEOERLHMBEOBBICE T S5 XY IE
fe7e EREMFEHRIT, 2HTFHWWENICEI > THLIZEBRHFTE L. fFl 2 1F
BB SEM (EERE THMEE) L2205 88 L7 2% v EBHE
7% (DIC : Digital Image Correlation) IZRREBE I N5 2HTFEHHEOMA G DEIZ
FoT, BBWIEVWHEHOZERECHTIFEHE/TL LR TEDS. 20k
W, I, DIC R E0 2B REMITER NDFONE T, Kk S L7 LB
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BEBENSEMN - OTHBEBELIEZDICHOORTW D, N2 T E TS M6
BGBET AN AATNEMIATTE, RBOEMOEE O E 2 &M
HThbE<HVWLRTWD. #lx1E, Ti B4[41], B4 [49], 7/ I Hi@K
[50], =7 U —PF[46]7 EDER - WEA N = AL 2P LN T LD, &
BREHMAIEHE LTS,

TOXY A FEITEAMBICH L THEMA ST Y [S1]-[53], FF ISk HE 9
fCEEMBHITEMERMAMELZ AL, iE/BEROI 7 e X r—rick g 24
BRXWEOFMNPEESLHZ D, IZ7oHEHK TOERMNFMLALLNT
W5 . Bl 2 E, 2012 4, Canal X SEM & 57 Y ¥ LV E G MBI EIC LY GFRP ©
WMEB O T G542, BEOFEICLI DAY —RERY L FHH RO
THOMBEEH/ZGTCND., £, EHLIZ, MEERTORAS FOEELFHET
L7 DA ERBICKDEBBEN[SS| 2T, ZHIEFE Ky PELEBHEZ
BAMBICERLEMESZSD. LELARSLINDLOEITHIZIT, HMEREE

LR OWMBM R EREBH O EEBFEMICE EE-oTEY, TEHNRFMDO 2D
WITERBLOGFMOIOLRLIEEMDPILETHDLI EEZEZOND.

T, BMEBNAZERRLOTAERHMICIE, TOHBEE X OGO A
bb, HROMEYW R EOERBMZFR LN, 2EBIHMEER T2
FRIE DO R b EFOWNWL DOPOMERNH L. BEBIZIE, TRORRENZ X
bihd.

. EEEK CTCOT UV F LR - R EOBRTHY, iS4 XL+

INEWH A XATHE T HLNRNE = BT HREND DR

2. TOYERICE T D858 0 KN S

Il

3. IRE e FoNAHEREIC 5~ D FE N KXWV
CIREERICBTIEBDO ) 4 R
INBIETWVWITNLEN - OFTAHAFHHEIICB T 2MEOIRK & 72 5.

ZHIEHL, TR MBMELZRBRT 2O KR FiEE LT, #lx
LB 561N ZE T b b, L, BEHICEHLLEEZIT S &EOT HNP
WAICFHFMENTLEY LVWOIMBARDLS. TOED, RE SN ZEH G OL
BELOHT —Z20oBRPVLEBELRBETH D .

AKFFETIE, I 70X — A ToFllZxdR e LTHED, M/AEBKICx LT
WA Ry b= K FREBST L ITHLN D, T X LT —
ERRT AT CHARRERT VXA VEBHABEARHA L. ZOoFEORA
KL, /A XZ2E0MEBEE/HICLTYH, @EENL>E N MIFHEIT
ELTFHEOHELRRD.



1.4 7 v % 5O

Rk o@Y, HEMEBOERMARMEX, MENZREOERZZ T, &5
CINDLOMEB THEBEMNRIEL2ENALND LD, 20X 2HMHANIEL
DENERBRHEHEICEZLIEEOHME I 2L —va VI KD MR LR,
EAEBAICHE SN TS, YYIEEFARNG 2 & AR 72 8 M f &2 S o if
LEOXDOEBOFHENITOLRL TOEN]-[11], EEOHBEHE L2 KBIEDH 2
LRIV EREOMBRSETHICELRLZ B 200, EFOEERHFED —
7o THY, #l 21X Sriramula b DO REEMEDOET U > F[57]7 ERHE I
AR

— i, BAMEBOKMBY I 21—y aicB0T, EBOESME ©KIEH
EEIRFGHICHE CHHBL, ET V7722 L 3FEFICRERT N ELEL
THRET TR, REICHEHNTIEZARY. BIIAVF AT — LVHERBIT 2 ED
FEROHFEOHAE X MEIEL, DFEWRMHT FIELEFEPFE LTV D [58].
—MHIIZ, — M FRP OR{WImE @€ 7 AV AERRIC T kR E RS, K
12 ENd L9222 =y b LHNICHMELSEHNICELETI2REE AW
FIJOETAEEETLHILERNSZ L. ZTOREICESIRERABEREESLY
Bilbikz A Wi~V T A7y —LV@irniTbinsd. —F, EMEICE W T,
7 ETANICEBTHMMEETAERIRELESFEPLEB L GG, WO
MEPNEBHTLI2H56ER"E26020, K 120)crshd Xk oic, BB &L
HUHE4* EXRT O FORMBICLI2BNEZ T 20, EHMICAL D%
MmO Z2RET D ZEETRS TITRV.

171

(a) regular fiber arrangement (b) irregular fiber arrangement

Fig.1.2 Example of fiber arrangement in microstructure

70, oT7T e —FL LT, FTUELEEFMOELPOT AT ZLITLED
WY ICHMEN R E TS FERO A AW ZERNHDS. LML, EEOEA
MR AR EITX 1.3 1287 X 510, /AINEN O #EHE DS 2 Ik B8 (Fiber rich)
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RME DL VAR EE (Matrix rich) 72 EMEZ A RICEMW TSR HDH. £ D
e, MITET VIZTEBOBBEMBEICESEEARINLIANETTHDLILEEX LN
% .

CORMNDL, BB TIE, EEOMEMBE ICE SV, S A KEO %N
W7o 20TV 72170, BEYI 2V —Ya VITKBL, BIT2
ToOHEERET D

Fibepsich

Matrix rich

Fig.1.3 Microstructure of actual unidirectional fiber reinforced composite plate

1.5 A O HBEB X O KGO K

AW TIE, TN ETEREMHAEEREZG LI, BEIa2v—va 2
WT KRV EBEMICEAMBOREHRE ZITH 2D, BHORA»LT 71—
FITLHLERND D LB T2, FFIT, EBEOMBMERESH B O R T o5 EH#
EWEL TR, AMBE T CTOMEMNREBONM - BlE2omKEENL, T %
HnwlkHEyIarv—varogiEEfs, MEBEREMECTHrOEHMICT
VEANTHD EICER, LD T X AEOFMEEHESET 52 LICXY,
VEXNGEYOERNBREHEORERN BB T L2ARAMAEOEBMLE T 5.

TOMRICEY, BAEMEBOSBEELRMAN R EHWEFN, Jo ¥ o5 0%
TV, FREENLERA LEMTICLD L0 EEMZRMEHREN AT L 2
D, HAMB ORE - WEBICHEATLIZ T, EAMER AMEY OME R T
DREFEMER EIcFETED2b0EE 2.

74
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K LT 6 ETHERENTEY, ZOFEMEUTICRT. £, 20N
X 1.4 1R,

B1E S
RO EELHWIZOW TR RB TN, NSOk % ~T
2w HAMEB OB ZE 0L TEO B EL

- R HE SR A M OB O L) = O B EH I FIE O S E AL T O R % (a)

AR R T KD 1R FIE O R E R GE
cHIERBRTFORBRAIOMNEROT AN~ A 7R a—FICEDETDY
BRI D2REFIED AR MO KRGE

BI3IE HAEMBOBEEY I 2L —va v
- HREHEEOREOEA~DY I 2L —va yFEIZOVWTHAEL, TOH
e o B 5=
- HEG A v V2 ik O E W ETFIEORE (D)

« XY F A F 7 AT KD R (¢)

w EAMB O T o F LMo TIE
- MR ESM B ERBRAOBEBRED 7 VX LT 4=V RET Y T
T U LT 4= VR EZERLEBEE I 2 -3 VFEOREBIUA
e O R FE(d)

BSsE MEMZTOLHUBIOHEYI 2L —va v
- A M OEE O E &R TR E HEE L O R E ()

X OBRBEBIOHMICEAKME I I 2L —2a DT A —2HE
ERBAORIT®ED 7 VX L7 40—V RETY T

cRFTMEDCT U H LT 4 — NV REBBLEREREEDORE

- ERICEDIRETIHEOZ Y L H O RKRGE

C A
CBEBETHLNEREERET D

.
A

H
IN
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Chapter 1

Introduction

Chapter 2

A 4

Microscopic strain measurement of composite

* Propose a method to improve
measurement accuracy (a)

- Kriging method Chapter 4

v

- Region splitting method Evaluation of geometrical randomness

A T . in microscale
- Verification with virtual images

. . . . - Random field modeling for actual specimen
- In-situ microscopic observation

* Propose a method to considering

Chapter 3 v random field in the numerical simulation (d)

Numerical simulation of composites - Reconstruction of the random field

- Finite element method

+ Mesh superposition method (b)

+ Peridynamics (c)

Chapter 5

v

Application of fiber reinforced composite materials

- Propose a method for quantitative strength estimation (e)
- Parameter identification for analysis from experiments
+ Random field of local strength

+ Strength estimation considering random field of
local strength

+ Verification and validation with experiments

Chapter 6

\4

Conclusion

Fig.1.4 Flowchart of this study
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2 MR E O8I O &R E AL

AKETIE, MEIETCCRRENEDS L, HEYI2LVv—va ik EE
MoEroE & RMEHEE I W T, TR CF R R 2 T IS D
LR ERERN FICEE LR DL, MRS, ERICEXDIAMELRMAN Y
PESC R H 72 EOREVEFEM - MEO O OMEN 2O T A O &K ELTIE
ZOW TR 5.

2.1 T A BMHEBEEOBRE

AR TIT,AMMETHERZESICEAMBOMBENO T ALEHFIEL LT,
7 v & vl % FH B ¥k (DIC : Digital Image Correlation) [37]% M\ % . DIC L%
FUF ARG = LERBRAREOERRNGE T VXNV AT TR L,
W OEEM M a2 A TH—BmEREZITWEFMAEOENZFH T 5 FIET
oD, Fl, BONTEEMZMANPLOTHEoMERL LA TED. M 2.1 1
5:\“‘/\‘5/V@{%$E%Y£@%$ﬁ@@%g%mj‘. PR L RERNO D D
—RIZOWT, TORAMEO —HEEE Y 7y b (Subset) &L, #7 &y
WWEARRBICBH LEEMEBZRRT LS. BRIZBW T, ¥ #% g 2 & 2T i
Ty PEEEESAAEDEMHULTCWAMNELEHR A (XML OBH
BoOMBEELTWNS.

undeformed deformed

Fig.2.1 Basic principle of digital image correlation method

Subset

Z Z T, CCD (Charge Coupled Device) X CMOS (complementary metal-oxide
semiconductor) R EDA A =T B UY TR, IEMWDO T X LN E— 0 OF#R
EAA VRV oOBEBMICHBML, BMEZEEME (LT LI LICTLTT Y
ZNALEBELTRAELTWS., 20D T VX VEZRLE L THDIBEICHEHREDN
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WAL TW2LOT, DIC CIIHMEMAZMHB LERELZE LT D2 LICLY &RE
It « S fREED A L & 4T 5 .

£/, DICIFu—H /L DIC & Zu—R_LDICIZK&EhS. ThZEhnol
TR A2 2273 . v—A /L DICEERAEGLH 71y b EMTN DN
AR L, ZREBHGETTH Ty POBEEMESMEHED B WVHEOME
AR T L HFIEBINTHD. Fu— "L DICIEERREGEZ AREHE X v &
2 XV EEOFEBIT T, A% G T OB AR AT oM B2 i ORI e DS
MEMZRD D HFEBIDIREESNL TS, =BV T7 Fa—Fx 70 —n)L
T —F LV EMERENG AR XD ENTE, YT Y MY A XN 11
pixel L ETIiX, v — A/ DICHEMTHDLZ LW ESNTNDL I LD
[60], K#fse Tz 7ty bEH Wi nr—F /L DIC (Subset-based local DIC)
EHRHAT 5.

y y Displacement vector
P / /
A ﬁ
Vv
Def d
v “P eforme /f‘
Deformed
Undeformed u Undeformed
(a) Local DIC (b) Global DIC

Fig. 2.2 Overview of the DIC methods

¥, ML T I AVEGHARBEORALEZK 23 2T, KIZET X DI,
B HI#% O Bg & ft A, BRI, OFAFEEONE T 24T 5 .
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/ Image input /
|
Displacement
measurement

Rough search

Fine search

Strain
calculation
|
Moving least
square method

/ Result output /
|

Fig.2.3 Flowchart of the DIC method

2.1.1 2L & & M FE

KR O BN G E, O A O 1R BEAOF R E TENMNEZ KD D HEE
R(BEREC 7 BVEMNER), OQLBERUT (P77 kL) OKETENMEL
RKODEERE (Y77 B AVEMBER) OIETEHMAZITS>. Z O %= #H K
ODFM BT 2T, RRAOKHEHBOELMN LG ZFHU T2 N TE D,

HMEFETE, ¥ 7y beEABEBEO/NDEBEZHNTHERERTO 1 H
HHEMOEMEZRD D, P72y P 1THORES NIZIN=2M+1 (M IZEEDH
RE) L9 5. EEEGENLRERZ T L L LT NXNpixe|O¥ 7 & v b &5k
EL, ZREMGE 17 BALTHOFT L LR GHMAMEEZRD, HEINKKERD
MEZBEHEOME LT L. FMERZICEIELZOAPRBRERINLTEY, KR
TiE, BeEBEHMEAHEB X (ZNCC: Zero-mean Normalized Cross Correlation)
MW, ZoXNFH 7y FHEBEANOBEMESMEZRESMESZ R, Kl =
CLTHAEMBREZRD D27 ORENOEE IR WER 2 FO[61].
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i( (x+i,y+j)- f_)(g(x+u+i,y+v+j)—§)

(2.1)

L7 0

(f(x+i,y+j) ) i iﬂ (X+u+i,y+v+j)- g‘)2

i=—M j=—M i=—M j

TIZT,XNYE YTy PHRLEE, uv I Ty bHRL O X, YR O EAN,
L jEy 7ty PNERE, f,gldL RO BOEEM, F,g T 7 k> b
NOBEM>HOFEEHMETHLYRKNTRDLND.

(2.2)

EREICBT 2T 7y hFELEX, Y, BEMOx, y,&T5&, ZUVE
w70 B,

’

u=x"—X,
V=Y —V¥,

(2.3)
BEREZTIX, HMBERTHEOLANEEMNZERE LT T BV EMERZ
79, Y7 U7 BAEMIBPELNEZIEIRENICKRD bND. BMERZEL
I T 2 Rk L Zmke2ndy, HEROHMEBOoRbEWE 7 &
»mp( yhEEEE L, TORMOMBEMEEZ AV T, &/ 2R E o
f[ﬁ@ﬁpiD%EJﬁﬁ'ﬁ@%%ﬁE%%@ WCHEE T D, EMREEZNEWICIT O F
hBELTHE, =2—h2 77 Y i (NR: Newton Raphson method) [63]iC
HEPREHNTHY, BEREBECY Ty PEARKBPERT 22 L2EEL TEN
ERODL. W24 =2a2—b 77V EOMEEZRT.
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}:

Deformed

e~

Undeformed Ax

A A

\4

Fig. 2.4 Overview of the newton raphson method based digital image correlation

method

X 2.4 1X—WKRDOENAE OFH TH DN,

LTV HEMRERERTEDITEHEKRD
EMNAREZEZEET 52 L L6 TH D [64].

T, 7Yy FPNTO I ROEMNARREZRET 5 &,

Y7y FNOE
HOEEZIZRRDO LRI NS.

x'=x+u+a—qu+a—uAy
X oy

o & (2.4)
Yy =y+V+—AX+—Ay
OX oy

CITCHY TRy FOERBEPEUTOLYICEFRT .

-
Pz{u v @ a_u @ @} (2.5)
OX oy OXx oy

EREIL, Y7y bO—HKOTHERELTEY,

MuoyHEITEEOT B
FCEABMOTHET TH D .

FFMBERICFIRAOE = EB D FR
(ZNSSD : Zero-mean Normalized Sum of Squared Differences) % f \» 7z

i
ZNCC & RIARICERE RO LB IR VR &2 FF o [61].
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f(x+i,y+i)—f

C(xy,P)

A (2.6) OFEMEN?” 0 Th 55

ZOBBITFERETHY,

—a— I Y ETIEM O W AE T E I
BN AELEZ 0 & LTz,

EALZ WM & L,

P°={u v 0 0 0

£, kt1 AT v I

Pkt = pk 4 APK

AP* =- —VC( )
vvc(P¥)

—

ENAN
=

a— kI

0}’

BRE#HOY T v b

_ g(X'+i,y'+j)-0
M M 2
12 3 st ei-o)
i=—M j=—M ]
(2.6)
D EANLANLE & KT

VoA LKEMICKRET S.
TWHERND LD, HIEERD

RO Z &k AR T,

(2.7)

BUU2ERBHOMEIZTRATREIND.

:—H(Pk)flvc(Pk)

Z Z T AP IXE E &),

H T~ v 1775,

~v vATH &2 R AT R T

(2.8)

VCIFEARXZ bV ThobH. -8/

(2.9)

N7 kL,
Ve = 8C 6C oC
u v (6u
87
OX

) 4
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0*C 0°C 0°C 0*C 0°C 0°C
oveu ovov ava[a“ ava[a“j ava[avj ava(a"
oX oy OX oy
o’C o*C o*C o*C o’C o*C
S {2 R CHE) CHE) B
- oX OX X X X oy OX OX ox oy
o*C o*C o*C o*C o*C o*C
(5 A5 AGHE) (FHE) A5RE) 53]
oy oy oy X oy ) \ oy oy ) \ox oy ) oy
0*C 0°C 0°C 0*C 0°C 0°C
a(éwjau a(éwjav a(avja(a”j a(avja(a”j a(avja(avj a(avja(avj
OX OX OX X OX oy OX OX OX oy
o’C o*C o*C o*C o*C o*C
(5 A5 (51E) A5FE) (51 (5)H3)
oy oy oy X oy ) \ oy oy ) \ox oy ) \oy) |
(2.10)
2Ttk (29 oPicHT LI —EMOEXEKRAXIZHT.
oC
X,Y,P
ve(xy.P)= EaPk Jk 1
MM f(x+iy+i)-f g(X'+i,y'+j)-7
s JZZ( X+i,y+j)- ) JZZ( g(x'+i,y'+ ) g)
L i=—M j=—M i=—M j=—M
y 1 'ag(x’+i,y'+j)
MM oP,
\/Z Z ( (X' +i,y' + ) g)z X
i=—M j=—M Jk=1...6

(2.11)

ERRONSy BATHIEEE O ZBEHM21T5 TH Y, G.Vendroux b D~ v &
o v iz[65]. ERl~y BATFONEFEIT T 7B VRBELREINT
WL, HBRBEBCIVVHMEIREEOERE IV B EIHNICAE L, HELE +
SO REPU~Ny BTSIAEHTEEEx6ND5. 72 (2.10) & P
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ST oM Ry & R SIS R T

2 L& | og (X iy +j)og(X iy +
TR DIPI ) %( L )
> X (axwiyei)-g) LS b e

(2.12)

X (2.11) (2.12) (BT D HEEM OB ZEEITKH T 2 RM o 2 kKA RT.

ag(x,y,P) =ag(x,y,P)ﬁ+ag(x,y,P)ﬂ= a9 (x,y,P)
op, x  oR oy oR ox
8g(x,y,P):ag(x,y,P)ﬁJrag(x,y,P)ﬂ:6g(x,y,P)
oP, OX oP, oy oP, oy
og9(x,y,P) :ag(x,y,P)AX

oP, OX
og9(x,y,P) :8g(x,y,P)Ay
oP, OX
og9(x,y,P) :ag(x,y,P)AX
oP; oy
og9(x,y,P) :6g(x,y,P)Ay
OP; oy

(2.13)

TITMANEFYTEYy PRS0 AR L, X (2.11) (2.12) @ i,

MIEd 5. X (2.13) TEHMAEBMECOHEEMAENLETH Y, B4 OB

M EEEZ/MBE T2 itk TRDOEND. A TIX, BWESTHET L

(B ) A ZXOFBEZHHEENEOREZTLTHY, BBEDOT VX LA
X T OMEMOMBEMEB O SR MNEERT), REORGH OB A[66]0

53WRAT T A4 &2V

FLENRKREHFEITEROXNZHW.

\/(uk“ —u" )2 (v v )2 <0.001pixel (2.14)
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2.1.2 OFTHGHEHEFIE
OFTHEEMGEW DT HZ Lo THLIZENTEE., LLLEMED
HERHMAOHRMEICIEHABEREENTWVDILD, BMNHOBRENKE WY
A, Mo XvEEDWERIZORND. 72, XQ@5HDODV T & v bOEN AR
EOTHELTHWDLDZLELAIRETHLIDY, TORBEEFTYTEY o4 XX
WELTWLEMARDORBOZELZRELSZTDH. £OdH, —KHIZ DIC
TOTHZRDLIEDICEBHRD ZRENII AL TS,

% @) i /s % 1L (Moving Least Square Method) (%, BERKAIIZHE & iz B AL
DEFH A 2L e T 2RFTHZR/NEBUS Uk /b ZRIBEIC I BN S 2 FmE
(E721Fhm) CTEHEBPL, EPMINEEMGEMST 52 L TOTHERD D
FETHH[56]. Z 2 T/AEBRIIX 2.5 TRTEBEBER R TEEIN, BHEE
BRNOFHHRICEBT2EMELH T EO FBRANOKEERD L. 22T
BERRIZFMBAEBRBORT A =2 LN, fEEx KEL T2 LHHABRED
EEBIEKBEIND —FH, E—ZHENFERILINDZEICERTILERD L.

Fig.2.5 Radius of influence circle for strain calculation

AR T, B AEMSEHRBEH TH B & EL, EHBEEIE 1 KkBEK
LUt x FIEM uicdt T 200K G(P) &2 K/ RIEICE VRO D HA,

RADERNMMET D22 & TIHREDRD LD .

G(P)= py+ PoX+ P3y + Paxy (2.15)
n n
3 (= 0) =Y (0~ (Pt Ppx+ pay + paxy))’ (2.16)
i=1 i=1

TIT, PHEEARTHEEORKTH S, i, K (2.16) £#FH LN R
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NaEHWTEHET L LUTICRTRERD.

|AP - b| (2.17)

1 Y1 X%
L% Y2 %Y (2.18)
1 Xn yn Xn yn

b=1" (2.19)

X (217) Z2HRK/NETHMEIME—-THL, LTOERFEL PO RD LN D.
P=(ATA) ATb (2.20)

R y FMEM vIZH L TFEEHOFREZRD D L, OFT HITRAOEN —
OTAHBEBREH VWL Z EICEVROOEND.

9 9
g, OX s
gy 1= 5 {v} (2.21)
;/xy a a

Loy ox ]

2.2 Kriging #EIC X D20 T ALHEM FIE

Kriging B #HEFICB T2 FIETHY, XU A7 T HICHESWT,
HOMRICBT 22 EMOGFHME»OHET D HIETH H[67][68]. NV A4 7
AT EMEERZORETHY, HESNLZMHEERLEEZEL CTLEOH
NOMBEHTET 2EANEMTH 5. KrigingiEO AKX ZKX 2.6 3. #HE Dl
BICBOWTTPHBEIENR/MESN D LI T XA —ZERHE S, &l
T2 PbLOMETIE, ITRENWD LI CEBEXHOPRELZED L HICHE
ENhb. RFETIE, ENMHAHCTHEORLZHBIBREZSLEMT — & & 2
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Kriging #EIC KV TS ZERBAERZ AR L EEDOMEICEIT D2 ENMEB XLV T &
EBEHET 2 FELTREL TWWDH. ZiL%Ed Kriging-Digital Image Correlation (K-
DIC) ik & M5

NYUF 7T haifiET 2 HELLTIE, TECRBREIANY A7 T A[69]F 72
F LHETIETOR HD. NV AT FL0HEaX NEIRREIANY 275 4
ERHWLIELAFHUAKICEDLDLTEE-ETHDLIOICK L, kLHEETIX
M BEEREDBBICE W TCHIAITI OB LZME LT IOILERND Y, HEITH
WOFHRI R BRI T 2 &R T A= HFEOFHE 2 2 AR NS
LRBENH 5. RUFZE TR ET DG IV TIEZ oGRS O ZE A

GOHEZITOTLD, BRBREIANV AT I LEZHVWDLIFEDIAFNTHD &V Z
2.

Measurement Point

\

Kriging estimation

Displacement

Confidence interval
> X

Fig.2.6 A conceptual view of the Kriging-based estimation

221 RBREBEEIANV AT T AITHKS < EH Kriging

BRBEINY A7 T MK BE Kriging IE[68IICB T DL REDOAME so D
H26)PMETFTHEIRATRIND.

141

2(30)=Z;:vwz(si) (2.22)

ST, EE A, W={W, Wy, W R E AR T H B T b b Kriging

Bk, PRI — 2 O0MBELHICLIIVEEOMEOCMZ T T 2 FIELWVWZD.
ZZTHEAZ w TZEHNOTHRELZR/NMTOILIICRESHKRATERS N
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e (1=
w=T"y +£—————1}r11 (2.23)

CZTTIBEO y* 38 IRV AT T 270 BLORNZ PV THYRATES
5.

v ={r(s1-50) 7 (50 =S0)} (2.24)

F:{y(si—sj)}ij (2.25)

BB, yRBRRTAEINY AT AEETH D,

Kriging {5 CTI1X, ZHHNOHEOZAICx L CHEHYRMBEET LV ERET H. 2
BT IANVA T T ALMIER, BEHOSKERT EDOHMBET L TH 5.
R TI,FT —F ORMOBEDP AT AME I ANYF 7T 8% Hvi.
FRQ20D0ZRDET-DICRBEIANYF I A EM W, LFICH T R
MY INVAT T HERT.

anle
O, +6,|1—-exp| —1— , hy=s,—-s, :|n;|#0
y(h;;0)=1 " 1{ p[ {f% o <l (2.26)
0 :|h;|=0
227T6,6,0FFT NV "TA=0TbH5b.

OFTHOFHEICIEEMGEO —KRABEOFENLEL RS, KX (2.22) Ds=s,
BT 2@ KT TRIND[T1].

0Z (s D Aow
a“ => = Z(s) (2.27)
S i1 0S| _
S=S, $=§g
w_paor (TT0r by (2.28)
s os (1'r'1)os '

Lo THEEDNE so(=(xo,poNICB T 20T HEFTROEIIICKRESND.
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ou o7 () 5 OW;
x=&~j§— =;5; Z,(si) (2.29)
x=x, 1= X=X
R0 :Zn:% Z,(s) 2.30
y ay ay i — 6y i v Tl ( . )
Y=Yo Y=Yo
1ou ov) 1< ow " ow
= —+— |~ — -1 Z . —1 .
Y222t aees o)

2.2.2 ns-Kriging &

Kriging EIX BB 2 MHIETCH L2720, HEEME LT — ZFRMERL —HT D
GaEIE, #EERETORTOT —FELERIC KT 5H[72]. ZhiFLEL
FEHEEEO RERERLEORRN LD, Z0kd /A XFLT — 2 & v T
L OE LN ZIT ORI, Moro\ENELTDL. /4 X525
7 —ZZx LT, Sakata b 1%, ISEIH@EICETL2EIANIAF 7T LHEEZELE
THEEBIT, EINVFTTLANRTIA—FZOWREICHHATLIREBEE I AN F
T 7 HhCEBVWTT - DELD2EE2EBERESTLHILT, /JAXEZFLT —4ICh
i A HE 72 5 15 (Noise-resistant Smoothed Kriging : ns-Kriging) Z# £ L T\ 5%
[73].

ns-Kriging CIZ PR EOEI AN A7 7 LK T T Yy VI REZEHAHSE
L2 THLNRETHmMEZRLZENRAIEEERD, RATRIND.

: h)|’
7 (h;,0)=6,+6,| 1-exp —{|0—'|} (2.32)

2

FLNRTA—XZDOPEEDTOHIZ Cressie EHE[69]ZEE L 7ZRKX D EALNMN X I
INTREAEEE WD .
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WRSS(8) = g 7/(||”:|k|9) (7" (h)=7(hy.0))
K|J] 2 (2.33)
:;y(h:,e)(f(h )-86; —r(h,.8))
w2626 29

X (233) Z2RR/AMESEDZETAIA—FZREST DI LENTE D, &AL
LR ARER EOREV-—F 25, L LR (2.33) 3 0T
LZEMEETCHLLILGEN DY, RIMCMDATRBECEENILETHDL. £

Do O ARKWFE TIEL, B WRSS O & /MEIZ 1T KA e i b F 15 T d DR B %

i 1, (Particle Swarm Optimization, PSO) [74]% H W 7=.

2.3 fEIENIC XA E N L

AR TIE, FHEMB TOLIEEM B OMEMEZITN TR L L TWVD.
— %, ®iE D@ Y ns-Kriging & (LA Kriging {8) ThH X b2 A ILHE 5 2
THGE R o MERs. LML, F"EEMBOEMGIZIHOLNLTRVWI &1 H

L. 07 Kriging A HEBEKICEHA T 2L, HESNDENME OT AN
REMELRDLEAND DH. Lo T, Kriging {JBITH —MEOfEBICX L CEMH S
NH2ZENRBELNWESZDH. ABIZETIE, ZOMBEIZERL, HEME OMK
fLE O3 A 3 TéK%mgmcmﬁfﬁL@tw’ i B 4 B VE (RSM)
AR T2 FLEERET D

REFEOEFELR AT, SREHRLHEM B O 7HEEBICHE L, HE LA
FEIIC X LT Kriging 2 @H 372526 Tho. DEFIHEOMEZK 2.7 127
T. F, REOREAITIHRDOEDY Th 5.

. ZRAIHEBE» OGO EMB L ROT AHOHTE T 5.

2. OTH GNP OTAAREZHAEL, OTAAROY -7 2T 5.

3. M THBOERME, REINTZOTAARE -7 s TERINLD.
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— Displacement Peak point ! ! !

----- Strain /T~ : ' :

S B | |

/ \Threshold E i

----- J L_J \ E _Ji \E

| Resin [ Fiber ['Resiii] [ Resin [Fiber [FResH i
(a) displacement and (b) gradient of strain (c) region splitting

strain

Fig.2.7 Outline of the region splitting procedure

WA B FIEO BERA 2 0@ EEZX 2.8 2T . R HEE (X
2.8(a)) WK LT, ko DIC IZXKVEMZE —BHfET L. KICHEIAL
BNy &L OFTHG A2 2.8(0b), ()P X HIICER L, OFTAGNL 0T AR
R 28D X HICHERT S, BREMBOREREZEXTOTAHAREO Y — 7 1L,
B 2.8(e)D Ky ICEand, REMBORERIEY - BREZOBMEIZ K-> T
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Fig. 2.8 Overview of the region splitting method
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Fig. 2.9 A flowchart of Kriging-digital image correlation with region splitting

method
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Fig.2.10 Overview of the virtual image generation
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Fig.2.11 Assumed displacement field in microstructure of FRP
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u(x y)=13ax’
e(x,y)=ax? (2.36)
a =0.01/600
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(a) displacement field (b) strain field
Fig.2.x Displacement and strain field in eq.2.36
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Fig.2.13 Target images
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Fig.2.14 An example of gaussian-noise in the image
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Fig.2.15 Displacement distributions obtained by DIC
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Fig.2.16 Strain distributions obtained by the moving least square method
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Fig.2.17 Strain distributions obtained by the Kriging method
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Fig. 2.18 Strain distribution estimated by each method at the center line
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u(x)=2nacos(3§5j (2.37)
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Fig.2.19 Displacement and strain fields of Sample 14 L5 AmpO0.1.tif
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Fig.2.20 Estimated results of the displacement field by the conventional DIC

and the proposed method

0.008
0.006
0.004

0.002

Strain

0.000

-0.002

-0.004

—DIC
00067 |—k-pIC

-0.008 T T T T T T T T T
0 500 1000 1500 2000

X-axis coordinate (pixel)

Fig.2.21 Estimated results of the strain field by the conventional DIC and the

proposed method
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Fig.2.22 Line cut results showing the mean of the reported values and the

commanded strain for all Codes[76]
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Fig.2.23 Analysis model
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(a) Displacement (b) Strain
Fig.2.24 Displacement and strain fields of obtained by finite element analysis
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Fig. 2.25Strain fields obtained by K-DIC and K-DIC + Region splitting method
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Fig.2.26 A detailed strain distribution of a fiber-embedded resin obtained from
the K-DIC and the K-DIC with the region splitting method.
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Fig.2.27 Mean absolute error for each noise level
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Fig.2.28 Root mean square error for each noise level
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Fig.2.29 Effective resolution for each noise level
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Fig.2.30 Dimension of the specimen
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Fig.2.31 Sample of the specimen
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(a) after polishing (b) random pattern

Fig.2.32 Random pattern of specimen
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Fig.2.33 Experiment setup
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Fig.2.34 Gauge marks attached to the specimen

I TCHEE~—TIEBELZ T LI E1I0mm OB D TS, KR THEH
U7 e OB SH I SRR 2 il EZ 1S um OBETCHNMTE 5. £
R EMHE R 22ICRT.

Table 2.2 Test condition

Item Setting value
Test speed 0.5 mm/min
Grip space 75 mm
Gauge length 20.0 mm

0.040 mm (Displacement
End condition
between gauge marks)

Lens magnification X500

2.5.3 R BRAE R

AR T o0 Bl s R A2 1 2.35 (2R . BT E X RBR T o H R 4y o 305
X305um OFEIK TH 5. FHEIAIEAGF 1681 s (15pixel M) THDH. 72,
N OMBBRITHMAMEEZRZL TWVD.
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| oad Observed area
@ (800x800pixel)

Measured area
(Measured point : 1681)

Fig 2.35 Photograph of the cross section of the specimen

RBAICEEN TV DMMIT, —BROREEHE LD S END 220720
EPRHEMTHY, RHCHEMBRARERZET VNERTE 2. K 236 ICHEBRA
DHEMBRAREZETVERT. ZOEFALEZHWVWTHBREZRMBT 217V, 5
BN EEZMENOT AGHMOSME Lic MICHWZWIEE%® £ 2.3
[N N

Enforced displacement :
End-Start=40.79um

y

L=

Fig 2.36 Finite element model of the specimen with considering

detailed mesh of fibers
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Table 2.3 Elastic property of each material

Young's modulus [GPa] Poisson's ratio

Epoxy 3.63 0.35

Glass 73.0 0.22

s, BHIE OB & A BT 5 20 0B ERRORBTIR TR 2.30 & [
LU, RBAAKRSALLE. K230V 7RRARBRELEOFHETH

2.5.4  FFHAE R
FT, kO DICIEIC KV EMGFHMEZIT>72. W7 &y M A4 XX 3lpixel
ThHoH. tHEREZX 2371287, IPOMBITHEMEZ L TS,

l 1.2
. -1.2

[pixel]

Fig.2.37 Displacement distribution obtained by DIC
BONTEEMSMITETFHREZCIVSARIEIN TS ZLRERTE LS. 2

DEMSAAICK L, BE A/ Fik, Kriging 5, Kriging % + K0 %E L v 15
BNTZOT Ao AEX 2381 CR-T. P OMBITHMEELZ XL WD,
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0.0
[10-9]

X
(a) Target region

(c) Kriging-DIC (d) Kriging DIC + RSM

Fig.2.38 Strain distributions obtained from each method

WHE/BIEO Y L 7RO BEBIZLVEMRAEELGE CRXOTAHAERIREALET L. N
2380, WTFhDOFETHLHMEO L THOICOTAHETRALLNAS. DICIC
FovBEon-E8aMBOM/NEEOEMG XA EROEY, FEl A4 XBKE W
CLENMRTED., O, RAZRETHEUD RO TG/ ELALTWVR
W, E 72, Kriging-DIC TiX /A4 AL, OFH o MIFTWBBONER>TWND
N, BEBIZOTAEANELS 2> TWDLH. —J, HESE (RSM) Z#EH L5
BLOTHDMBALEBONLR>TEBY, POoORMAEAML TAERIZEL
TWHZEDNHERTE D.

WiZ, KoFEMRLkEoZD, FFEET RES A LT ey PEBIOA
PR 2235 MR AT o R A X 2.39 1T R T

52



——FEA
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Fig. 2.39 A detailed strain distribution of experiment at the center line in

measured region obtained from each method

M 239 OFRBEHREMAT CTRT LI, Tay hHFREHICIETHBMED ¥ 7 FiT
BABICH R200GRECTHDIILD, OFT LB /NI 2o TBY, i & BIED R
MBI, M#EMBIEOYr 7ROEZLIVOTAHREFTRRAOND.
DIC DO T ANk bPHWTEY, #HIT Kriging-DIC TIL 4 A b 2T
BRYFTETCWVWDLIEDRMBETED. — 5, BEFETOLIERSFHEZIHHAL L
K-DIC £ (K-DIC+RSM) M bZRMIZ TN MERoTo. RBRREFIELM
WTHHBMER D ICENTOLERRLNDIDN, ZHNEEMD ) A XBHEVIC
HbRESEBLEARDSTLTLD THDLEEZEZDLND.

WA O EMABBMEO K E LTI, HEoES 2K CEbE THEL
TWVWahebideEzonsd. BHMEBRICEB TR Y U RoEIC K0 #HE
ERIE CTHRARNRELSERD., ZOREOERICE W CIX, B oS %2#F
EHEDLETWL DL, itMoEarrFncRkETHREZESIATWVWDS., 20k
W, WAEMOEMAB TCIT IV RERBENELLLLEEBEXON, 5B O L ER
BMTd 5.
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2.6 #E
ARETIE, TVXNVEBHBEEOENMNB L OO T A OHEIC Kriging 15 % A
W% (Kriging-Digital Image Correlation, K-DIC) % #£ L L, & o |2 fH Ik EiE %
FHT2HNMFEZRZRE L. BonHERZUTICRT.
1. BEFIE
ARIEEFIEEFIT VX VEBGHBEEOENB L OOT A5 O H#EIC Kriging
ExEHWD (K-DIC) Z#E L, S bR G2 EHEEI & ICEESH T
LHEW A EEENRAT 2 FEELREL TN D.
2. BEFIEDFRM
- Kriging IBIC KD EMB L OCOTHGORH 7 4 XK
B EEIC LD REMEIEBEOWO N TRVWEMEBSE L O T AHE
3. M zoLB s X O HRER L oG
*K-DICZ W5 LEMFFMBRENRB TS, BM/BEOY - IFRDOEND
ALDZ0THETEFMUT 2B TED 0, FAHEMOBL TRV
Y z@ oL TLEILD, FAEURHEEL R TWDHREMENH
5.
CHE A E Z O LR EFTIE (K-DICHRSM) Z AW 5 &, B B8R T
FEOOTHEFREZHUL, BES 2O T HERNEKVEHE S LFHMELTEY,
RILEFETAHE 4 XERWL, TOAREZEMITOME LE L THLL
DB OEND I LN TE .
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HI3IE HEYIalr—var

KETIE, KOFEO BB TH D —F5 m kMR ES M B O /2T 058 EHEE
DEDOEMyIalb—va il o Tikx2. FiBRO@EY, EE5HEOME
WEIL T X LR E OB L MDY, TOMENIS T HITEMELE
D, IOk, BEYIaLb—varyrz2fTHlbicoT, EEDOI V¥ AR
WU EDOERRET ) 7RO 2T T VAERSE L HIT, HAEME OB
REW NGB IXOWERELERKE BT TLOI2LEINOLIANEETH S.

OB LT, rofEryIalb—varyrFEEFEMAL, & FEICo
WTHDMHERBIOMERZHE L., KRR TE, BERDFSHE TROHAND
NTWLYyIalb—ya rFIETHDLAREFEE (Finite element method, FEM)
ARERA vy Va2 BERAEDLELIIEICLTHMITETVERILTLIEAG A v
v = & (Mesh superposition method, MS), B R DOMESR L% i+ 25 2 & & &
HBE Ly Ialb—varyFETOYNSG LR FCHERLT 22U &
A4 75 I 7 A (Peridynamics, PD) IZ DWW TR 21T > 7.

¥, EAEME O T 5 Ry 5 B M AT IS T AT o B A R S IR Al T TR W 1B e
EOFMBLEEZLONLN, MEDOKEERSBEANLREELZEZE L ZHED
SN HE L FETROAR2 WD, KMETIEIIALOHMEY I =2 L —
varFEOFMMBERAEL TWVD.

3.1 AREHRE

FRERIEINL, EENDFBIQRE DR EO LY B TRbA VLR
TWLEMEMBTED —2THY, 3IRITLC CAD Y 7 b =T LB MMENL, E
BROBDDSKVEFICEWTHbMEEDH TR DEMEB I KSR
FRICKRWIZIER E ATV 5

ARFFRTIE, ARERELZHVLISESG, BAMEBOEKMFPNREIL DX E D
OEMLRMEMEEZARBEEA vy Va2l ETY V7L, BT 52 & T,
BAME OIS IR 8B ) 0 R 2 R T D

3.1.1 AMREFRIEIC X DM oM

ARBEREOMELK 31ICRT. BT Qa2 AREFRICL > THERILL
THohsMEEL FREAICEREFELZEAL, FREALEZM I LITL- T,
HROENY, OTHEBIOVRNGERDLI N TED. vk, ARER
BB WT, MITBEICEELYHEIDIRERBERO -2L LT, AREEA Y
VaDhEORERETON, ICHFMCE LEEAREREA vy a2 BT D
ZENBEETHY, BREO-DOTHD.
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traction

P

/] S

<
\

"‘ 1 =
X S

constraint

Fig.3.1 Overview of the analysis using finite element method

ABRERZIE O TR EZRIZRT.

[KJ{uj=1{f} (3.1)
[K]=2[K.] (3.2)

[<.]=[ [B][D][B]av (3.3)

T, [KIFEME~ Y 7 A, {ud T E R EAL AT bV, (T FEAME SN
ML, [KJIZEFEMAME~ MY 72, BIFOTAHA—ZEMN~ b Y Z7ATHY, BEHHE
DERBEBICESNTOTHALEEMOEKERT M) 7 2ATHD. DI
— 0T AR I I ATHY, MEKHEEZRST NI 7 2THE. TR VIEEE
ODEECTHDL. RGBDHOEN - RIFERAZM 2T, EHAOEMMBKD B
n, §oNEEMNPL, FEZEOOTAEABIWNGE IR RDLENS.

3.2 EHAEA v v aik

HAEA Yy a2 BE78]LE, M32IR"T Ko CMIrtg o B QF 2 KB+
L7 =N Ay Ta, FMEBQERATLIe -V Ay a2, TRENOM
MR A Yy TV ahBERADLDETHNTZITI FIETHDL. ZOREIT, AVo Xy
VaDEAMBEHECTE LD, SHREREE X DHMESRYEM B O MEHE
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EREPOEMRIEH DO XA Y T OABEZRB T D Z &N TE H[79]-[82].
RKFFRIZEBWNWTIL, BEAEMEBONEYNEL#HEZEZE L EETHLREGITMHNT
ETFNEARTDILENARRRFELLTCEAA Yy Y20 B LR,

traction L FGL traction
4/( Q &
/ /r EE# /15‘1: / /F
n s S A s
T - /
:lgél N g /\
INNEE N I
constraint

(a) finite element method (b) mesh superposition method

Fig.3.2 Overview of the analysis using the mesh superposition method

32,1 BHEAEA v a2EOMITOME
HAA Yy 2D ERLEZRT. 2EKER Q OLNMN G {u T T X HI2EFH
Ensd. iz, BEHoEKEEER S, T ETE{u=0& 7 5.

() +{u) o o

T, ERAFO G, L, GLIZENENZ v — NV EEBN, v — U VN,
Ja—NEkE e - LVEBOER ECTERISNIEELERT. 2 EAL Y,
OFT B, IhBIco o TEREL, HAMAFEOFER IR A LA REEETH
X, R@s)omEFREAAE 5. 2 2T, K6L, KLG, KL% Fish[78]

LbOEREFAETHAIN, KCITHOWTIERBEMEBOERZY 2 EZEL-ELD
[83]ic X 5 (3.6) ZH Wi

KG KGL uG fG
e el
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[k®]=],[B° [ D°][8° Jae- [, [B° ] D°][8° Jao

[ [0 e oo o
[k*]=], [B ][ D] B Jue (3.7)
[k ]=f [B°] [ D ] B]uc (3.8)
[ke]=[[B] [ D] B°Jaa=[Kk>T] (3.9)

X (3.6) ~(3.9) OHECEEENRESFIEZLEL T 2. ok (3.8) I
BWTiEae — B VEE QLICX T 2 [BCIORE S 21T 2> BN H DH . KU TIX
BB Ics W CHBE BB NEEEE 22 ko0, #Eiid Fex—aFI2 LY
P TEBICHEL, KV T HEHEOES m%ﬁmfAﬁfésziofﬁ@t
[84].

3.2.2 HRAT{biE (re-localization)

BEAEMEBOMHRIE M CIX, T2 — T LAy vaBMELE L
GEDOIS N EFFMT 5. ZOF, EAAyvyalETiEe—AI Ay yaDER
DEHEGICXEY, Bon2 AR SHERELET D, v — D VEKO O
THEIEHOBHENRELSHEHEDO —2iF, o — WL EEZFNOOTHLOELAD

FLr AU ARMMTHLL. 2L, v —BIALHEBOOTHBETEA Y v a
NPHORERMLEZOTADRELAEDENLROLONLTED D THY, BREMMDE
M-0FTH~ b )7 2ZHVCTHEBLEERRZOT AL E —-H LR R, Ay
VaDMBEHAEBELLLLEZOOTAERAWMICETIMEIZL 2N D
LEZLND. EZT, THALOMBERZMHET LI, FICEH A LOEN
BEZHEL, TOEMBCEIZ2EXEROOTAZHAE TS LT, BENOOT
B OEGEEE R T D FIELRSE L C[85].

HRpbEO BT FIEIZX, TiOoWEY Tho.

. K(3.5) % fif <

B L T o AN {uyrt 2K B10)IC L VR D
3ﬁ%htaﬁh@%ﬁ%n~ﬁwxyVn@ﬁﬁ*@&Lfﬁ@nw%<
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{Ub e =[ NO (&) [{us}+{ut} (3.10)

(3.11)

323 HREFCEZHAHVWEEGA y v a ko0 EORHE

AECIX, ARBERIELEGA y ValkzhL, JV LR BEREL S

B LIRS NMITIC T 2|MEFEORF I EMEST 5. fEIR M IT
— R TFETHLDIE T IR Y I 2 b= a I VITo. BT AL
2y alb—varyoRITEIHIE 1000 B & L, SHMMEMEZBEELKLE LT
BIIEMICEL DB TN ORKIGHDOMERFEELEL L. MIFTET VO BES
AFRIZTO03LL, FHTEBLIOENEMAEE M 3.3 273, x @ 5\ 58 2 AL
SEOTHN0.1% D oI hEx, MimasBE L. ¥, M5 o0ME
ELT, ZARFUBMIBE BT AL RIBHMBICEAMEBZEE L. Th
ZFNOMEER &R 3LICRT.

WA o Z& O EFITO W TIE, OB 722 8k MR = o g 3R 2 & E B4 i
Lo Txy FMIZEHT D5 E (small), @QFMHEN —FELEIC L > TEH T
534G (large) O 2HBE TITo/e. EFEEZRAVELEAOFRERRA v v 2D
BlaM 3.4 177, AFRERZEOA Yy v ald, 1| DHOEH XY — 2BV T
X, "I APMV v IR Ay 2aTHY, BHEEOLBHREIELVACIRESND.
2 DHOEEB AN = ICBWTIHEHRMEEZH WA Yy V2 ERPRNETH D
o, A= 2 Y =AY 7 FT =T O Gmsh[86JIT LV XA v aDAEREIT-I-.

I LEG Ay valEzH0nWESa, 2 BEAODEH XY - I2BWVWT,
WL O EET AL LR = ALy Yo LR EET VLY
02— N Ay Y a IR MIICERTE, MHEMESZH LRI F L DR
vV alZERTAHELERRL, B— ANV Ay aDMEOE L I NILE
W, TS, BEOAMREBERIELLER, BHICA vy a2l T A5 LB AIEE
Thd. B, ICHFMOID, REWEFEO A v v 2 THRERE L EA A
yValEouw =N Ay vaFRAKERD LI Ay ERL .
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Fig.3.3 Analysis target and boundary conditions

Table 3.1 Material properties of component material

Young's modulus Poisson's Density

[GPa] ratio [kg/m3]
Epoxy 4.5 0.39 1200
E-glass 73.0 0.22 2500
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Local Mesh

Global Mesh

(a) finite element model (b) Mesh superposition model

(small variation) (small variation)

(c) finite element model (d) Mesh superposition model
(large variation) (large variation)

Fig.3.4 Example of meshes considering fiber variation using each method

3.2.4  HUfE R R RS R

AETE, FRITCBT O MMEMEBLBICH L TRKROFERERIL L B O
HAEA vy YalEBLOHEREBEZHWWTERZEAMATL, BESICEL 2 &
KRISHDOMHEREEIZOWTHAELZ., 22 TK 3.512K 3.4(a),(b)D A v ¥ =2 (T
L, M3.6I1CK3.4c),(dDAy a2l L THEFETHELNZIRNA o0 &
AYL K35, K36 &k, MEOEAA y v aETIERN I ELS > TWDH
DTHHANENTVD N, HRFLETEIBLLRNAER > TBVREROA
REXRIEERBEODH > TWVWD I ENMRTE D, 72, 3.7, 3.8/
B L REBCB T 2RRIENDOHEREMEELRT. PO CF I ROFRE
FE, MSIZTEA A v ¥ = ¥, MS+re-localization X H R ATib & &2 =~ 7. 3.7 &
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D, AFRERLEORKELZSRMET L, BHEOEAA vy v alk T, H
RAALEIC L VM EESRLOCLEHBRROMTCEENUET DI ENERTE 5.
X 3.8 DEEHMAKEVWHATIE, BHEFOEAA vy a2ELHRALIETHEY
ENALRL W, 220, BERITOARERELOMRMGEREDO T r v F &K 3.9
AT, 39 Xy, HEAEZHAWD Z L TEHMAIEERNEBD L, &K
IS ORI ENRZRET D2 ENHERTED. 2O EMD, MEHEICEN
BWEHICRAZTHLRFLEEZEH VDI TR LV EEEORVWHEREEZHE D 2 &0
TELHLEEZLONLD.

UEXY, REYAMONTEDMELBHMECX LT, BE Ay valkidR/H
M EOET Y v 7 RAEETHY, BRFTILEIT)> 2T, £RITICET
DHRRICOBHBERM L - BEL, EFEOCHERBELLEFEL T, AR
BRELRBOBRELZHEDLILENTEDL I ENHERTE .
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S LRl i MaX = 12.4 MPa

A, o a—t —

e h__a

(b) mesh superposition

ox [MPa]

I12.4

0.0

(c) mesh superposition + re-localization

Fig3.5 Stress distribution of each method for small fiber location variation

(a) finite element method (b) mesh superposition

ox [MPa]

14.7
ox" = 14.5 MPa I

-0.035

(c) mesh superposition + re-localization

Fig3.6 Stress distribution of each method for large fiber location variation
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[ JcF
Cwms

[ MS + re-localization

Exp. of the maximum stresses (MPa)

oX oy XYy

(a) expectation of the maximum stresses

0.015 ‘- CF[ I MS[] MS + re-localization

0.010

0.005 -

CV of the maximum stresses (MPa)

oX oy ™y

(b) CV of maximum stresses
Fig.3.7 Probabilistic characteristics of maximum stress for small fiber location

variation
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Cwms

[ ] MS + re-localization
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1

Exp. of the maximum stresses (MPa)
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1

oX oy XYy

(a) expectation of the maximum stresses

[ JcF[IMS[ ] MS + re-localization

0.10

CV of the maximum stresses
o
(e}
i
|

oX oy Xy

(b) CV of maximum stresses
Fig.3.8 Probabilistic characteristics of maximum stress for large fiber location

variation
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= MS - MS+re-IocaIization\
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(a) small variation
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Fig.3.9 Relative error to the finite element method for each trial
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3.2.5 F&®

BEAA Y V2B ETHEVORAy Y2 0BEAENEH X220, HEAME OK
HEEDO Ay v T OAMEZRE T2 2N TE, HREIMLEZHVWS Z LI
K oT, RRIENDOMHAREER M L - LZFE L, BRSO T kR
HOHERELRET L2 ER/ERTE . —F, K3.10@)ICxT L o2, #
MEMRIEF ICEBELES S, ve— AV Ay vaRlERERYZOEKICE N TA
WY RIS NDHRAEACL2MEID Y, RECHIRITITEE> TRV, E 7, K 3.10(b)
WaRT Lo, BAEMBOMBEMEORERH ELEZE XSS, SHOREE, o
g, ¥, FHrERBREBICEDLDE TCHUICE -V Ay v a2 ERT H0HE
WHO, BEAy Va0 NBMBETIRESINLL L OOHET 5 M &%
mowfmiﬁﬁ%%%éhfﬁb,ﬁﬁfka

UbkoZ &, ZTHAOFEICMZ, REICHKEXDZXY XA F I 7 2A0KE
el BTz

Pt
R

(a) overlap of local meshes (b) adaptive local mesh
Fig.3.10 Problems with the mesh superposition method for strength estimation

of composites

33 XRUFXAFI T A
KR THETIRMBEY I 2 —va k2B AMBOMEREL % 2 -
Ga, M HIMANRBFTEE N EEL, Tk, TRHIRE LKEEC
ELH0, I /7uMEEXHOFMLEMIEETCHL. i L, Eko
HH AR EG AR N RICE S FEEHVWDISEA, SR AL CHBEICREREN D
LA, T ERET LI EHEHMASCIIEA R ZEFEE (Extended finite
element method, X-FEM) [87][88] C O = v U v FEHE AR ENH WL TE/-. L
L, HEAEMEBOBEBEEOMBEBICIBO T, BHOTHORAE - KE - ik -
AR I CEHELMBEXI THLZERMOLN TR, M NAREL 2D,
ZoMEIZx L, AR TIHEXROBERZOMN 2 ERMIT, Hiciks 3
2 b—3Ya »YFyELE LT 2000 412 Silling iIZXsTRREINTEZERV XA F IV

171
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A (Peridynamics, PD) [91]-[94]ICEH L7z, XU XA FI T2 E5HWTEHEEOD
ETNMALOMEEZK 3A1ICAT. ELARBRELOLKER 32T,
UEAFI 7 AOREMELCIX, HRMOHEERGEHFELNML, EROFRE
RETEHMBIT AL Z2AMRERA vy v a THBILT 20l L, XY EXALF 7
AT FIZEsTHRILT 2 Aa08F5ToNnD. £, AREREITH L2 EHR
T LOERPOOALEEOREBELEZ T DI RTMRFEROIC L, U4
AT IT7AFTHFEIHNFOLI)ICTHEROEBEOMKE D —EHMENOEEL
Z, MESBMOMEERO XYy hT—27 L THIZEICLs TET ML
NHERFNRFTETHD. £, VLA FI T AT TEHAFRLERRY,
WELRIIABREHECCHL. R RFETHLIZEL, XU XA F I
AOXEFRERXETEy ey, ZEHMsEE R0, AREREL
ki L CTh, THICHh-TEHA Yy VYa2EZEkSm U v FEEREORE N RE
Thy, HNTHOBAEOATREAT LI EnD, BRARZEOREEMNEZ & T M
REICK L Tl L CWd EMEINTWDH[95]. KL TIX, KFEEEZEESME
DOMBEBEOBE X2 ZE LR EHEEMITICE AT 5.
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(a) finite element method (b) peridynamics (c) molecular dynamics

Fig.3.11 Basic concept local and nonlocal models

Table 3.2 Comparison of finite element method and peridynamics

Finite Element Method Peridynamics
®ETFY U7 AR R Wi+
R 7R ooy 5 1 X 43 05 1 K
Ko fiE g ik i i 15 o5 i 1k
HE - g i T 5 < kL 1 [ O
B9 D & NT A =X A2 by F (OFH)
THROFEEL MR E SHOFA L HERE
il 2 EL AN
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3.3.1 XU EAF I T ALK DM oM E

NYFAF I AT, By RRicE S ERM, kI X B % BRI &
TOBMEMITFETHY, RFOMAEMERNICI Y ESHERB TE 5 AN
Thd. XEFENTRKDO LS ZEH FREATREND., £/, XUV FXAF 3
7 ZADOME LK 3.10 IZRT .

p(x)U(xJ)::L4f(u'—u,x“—xi)dH-+b(xJ) (3.12)

2T, XIEMERY b, wlE BT bV, HIZEEE (Horizon & & I
BEND), pl A EEBEE, FIIEM BT 5 x5 x’ 1Tk 58 F oA ER
HoEERBRE, b(x, niZANEEST b (KR TH5S.

Undeformed state Deformed state

Fig.3.12 Overview of the peridynamics theory

£, NFHAOMEMEMRS fRRAATERSND.

f(u'—ux-xt)=c(s)s(u'—u,x'=x,t)M (3.13)

Z 2T, ¢ X Micro modulus TH VO Y 7R E ELART YV vicky 5z b0
LH.F R FREICE - TERLY, A2 HAIEE STV D5 A 13K (3.13),
AHRAREE S S IZTXG.1HEH WD,
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(6)- 12K'/zh,6*  (twodimentional) -

| 18K /z5*  (three dimentional) .14

(5)= 4K'/|é]-¢c,  (twodimentional) s

- |9K/|¢]-c, (three dimentional) (13
_ijdv +ij’dv

c (3.16)

”_jH dv-jH’dv

CZITKIFIHREBMERTHY, KIF R cfECTCORBEHEMERTH D, 72 h
EHROESTHD. Kk THREINS.

{ E/2(1-v)  (plane stress)
= (3.17)

E/2(1—v —vz) (plane strain)

£, AbbyF s3I FRBBEOLILRTHY, KATEREND.

!_ _XI_X
s=|y y|, | (3.18)
X'~
MIZx)Ib xX~NWBEOFHMBEMNMXZ LT, AXTHREINS.
m=Y Y (3.19)
y' -yl

RBIDNEML Z LI L T L2OERRELZBL L TES. £, RV
AT II7ATOEHEDOET AT 3 N3 AT IO, MFrMoEaEE2HT
L TRETXD.
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>

Fig.3.13 Representation of crack in peridynamics

MikoBGEEBEET 20X, REEK v 200G 13)0 # EBEBICE AT
DI oTRIASH, RKANTRTZILBTED.

f(u'—u,x'=xt)=pc(5)s(u'—u,x' -x,t)M (3.20)
_ |1 intact bond, s <s, 30
#~10 damaged bond, s> s, (3.21)

2T, soldEEA A B L v F (Critical stretch) & MiEZh, ZoOMEL X 3.14

W d . R R o 31X K (3.14),(3.15)D Micro modulus {2 Fb ] L TN L, &
RAPMVYyFIZETDLEOOERD., XU XA TF I 7 X TIEME OB ERMEZ

KRAPLVyFTEHEZ, BFHOBETERSND. TOLD, FmEoORERR
MERQBEMMBICENT, WAOLRLVEBEHETERIND Z L DLHA LR

2.

Micro modulus

Bond force

»

So Bond stretch
Critical stretch

Fig.3.14 Critical stretch in peridynamics
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332 RUFAFI 7 AL DEEMEO MR 7 & 8RBT O RGE

KE T, ARBEHELXV LA FTI ALV EGHB OBREN AR & 2
JEFENT 24TV, REHEME ~O@E A MR ERAET 2. BT T VIE— il
MR AL EAMBIO B OMEREE O SEM Wifg L v ERR L 72, AT o5 R K 0t
23ISR T. £, M RoME L LT, =R FIBIEE E-TT A0
bR EEMEBEEBRE L., T EF o HEIIE 3L EH .

ARERETIHEHEMEZRAICEZ, BRICHDPEEEICZL LERITY
TRZI0MME L. MEEBHORmMICHTEL2ERTEIES DB IO EE VWIS
J175 17.6 MPa, BIIEOEFZ O EIS NN EI1E I — 8 XIE /128 30.0 MPa [T L 7
EEWELAR L. BBEOSIEREZIRMAEOSERXBRERICL > THELN
EEHONTVWLI N, FAMBREORBRERE AH T I EAHRR LoD,
AR TIZREAMIEAES P EETNRTVELEI — VP RIEHEMRELEL L THL
oo S oo FBESEE T+ R R BR IEIC X D R o E S S Tk B ik L e 2 B
T LHR[96]1 6 90 E+FRHRBEAOEBREREZG A L, & A W®RE XA
RY = 2T VA MBS mE A BRI R IE T LR O A A LB
TN T R ENTLaOMELZSIH L.

NY LA FIZATEETAVEmIC - ELMEE v 25 2. BHTICH VT,
B 1L 0.25mm M MR CTIE G B & L, ¥k 7201 120009 Th o 72. £ 72, Horizon
TR 7-BE O 3.015 %, R A ML v F1X0.0143 & L7z,

& FEOMITET VO ZK 316 IC7-T. ok, AIBOEY ZFELLZEE A
yValEEHWTHOEBOBMEBEZZEE L s RERMRITIRNETHD LB
AbNdled, ZRBITEFTOARERIEICLIDIbD L L., ARERIED A
vyali, A= 2YV—AY 7 U =T O Gmsh[86]IZ XV IEKR L. XY XA
T RF, R EIELFEFEREEL TS,
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Polyester resin  E-glass

- U vV <!

(a) finite element method (b) peridynamics

Fig.3.15 Analysis target and boundary conditions

(a) finite element method

(b) peridynamics

Fig.3.16 Example analysis models for each method



3.3.3  BUMEGHE R R
AREZEBLORY XA F I 7 2280 BEMK 21T - 7=. Bk o B E R
FWZR L, M317T & FHECLIVEONCREBBRELZ RS, K 3.17 £V
WTFHROFHECEBDWTOREROBERMNZRIL TV Z EAERTEDS. L
Lo, 3 18I T KO, MIEH COMBEREICONWTIEL, AREREDOL A,
MEBEERN—-ETHIICb20bOT Ay a0 Brz iy cCifi L TndZ
ENERTED. T LT, RUFXAFI 7 ATIHIEBN M EEE LR
STBYVZYRBERIFEOATWDLI EEZObND. £, AT oISHhe 0T
HOBAFER 319277, K 3.19 X0V, XY X AFI 7 REFREFEEOMK
Wil D —F L Twsd. —F, O FTAICELCIEEREZZRY, Z0E
DARBRETTEHPI Ay V2K AFLICEHR T2 Z2LICK2BBOT A
WMcERT 2 EBE2XONDZEND, XU FAF I 7 2BEEME O EH
FEL LTIV AIMETHLIEEZLND.

111

(a) finite element method (b) peridynamics

Fig.3.17 Result of final microscopic fracture state of each method
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(a) finite e

Apparent stress [MPa]

Fig.3.19

lement method

(b) peridynamics

Fig.3.18 Crack path of each method
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3.4 #E
RETIE, —HABEBRLEAMBOBBEBE CERO BBy I 2L —v
3 VFETEA T2 2L TREHEE~OAEELME L. B oL
RELTICRT.
1. B Ay ¥aikick 6T
T HAA YV aEOR AN A Yy A ORI EOREFIEL L THRL
BERELIL.
cHRHAEIC LD ERITICBT 2 ERIEDOEENM E - ZEL, fEER
PO EKEICOWT bk EHEL .
CEHAA Yy VaETEERBRAICE T 2MMEE 2 B E Lz M8k i e
ENTIZ RS TR W ERRBINT-.
2. NU KA F I 7RI KD EMRAT
- HAEMBOMBEEOMEXEH N B IC TR I L.
A RBERECIVEON MBS OMERT T A vy v akFHICE DR
BARREAHAZHPIHERIN, RXRIVX AT ITANRTORZYTHDLEVR D,
- X VBENRMBH OZOIZIE, ERRLEICEILIEZEFENNT A —FORE Z A
BT H2MLENDD.

76



FA4E BEHOMBEOMEN T ¥ AR

AETIX, KEDO BB TH D —J7 Mk RAAES BB O /20 o5k #EE
WZDOWT, EMEOFEMITIFHFEEFMCESSEHRALHEYI 21—y a &t
CEHEREEE R LT [T LMk - RENE] OFFMish 2 EE L7 KE
VIialb—yailonThANL., FiRo®BY, HEEMEBITIAHERME TH
D, TOWHRMWISHBIIEETHD. ZnCx L, 2T E TIRE SN EF
PERMRAMERE O LB A2 B E LM N iTbhbiT&E . —F, FEME CIIMARE
ENHEEMNICHEEIAEEINL TS Z L EFENTHY, HMEMBEDOEZEE Oz
MW e ZEZ2FMT A2 L FIEEEEIOLND. ZOB AL, KPR CTIEHE
Ao FERBRAFEZHOCTEMEN R BTN T X LMEOET Y 7 EE B
L, MELET XA e Lo mBELRET DL L HIC, ZhIiCK
SLKHEMEYIab—va ik, MHABEOHEROFEEL BZET 20 EMHE
PIRAL .

41 FJUHE LT 4 =NV ERET I T

— J51n FRP ® ERXBR A O M EBLH 2 5, #l 208, #HEERE 72 & oM
SN B EZRET AT A2 TRABANTI XL EMLL TS Z N
MRTED., FUFLCHMLTWDLBMORELREROGICHMT D2 &I
HNEETHY, MEMNFIECI > THEMBEORMEL RS T2 2L T, MEME
DT LIEBIOZOEEOFHMEZITADLDEBZZOND.

INOOHEMMNL, MEBEOHERNREO S EZ T ¥ 57 4 — /b F[98]
ELTHAETNMEZT) FETAMLECHTL > T, MABEEOHHEEOME,
BFEEODT VA LAT 4 —LVROHBED FIETITONS.

(Y

4.1.1 Mk ME O K5 & B

ARETHE, MHABEORMENBHHEDO S L, MHEE I D T XA —X
DEFRmMFFE LW ET 2720, IKEZ SEM (SU-1510, HITACHI) % W T,
—H AT AFAMERAESH OB EEGOBEEIT o7, BEINTMEE
EEMA4TICRT . K41 XY, BEBEBBRNICZEHOBMEDRFLEST D LG,
A O R PR R I, BEINTEHBICH LEBLIEALITS) Z & TMET D
NP D e
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Fig.4.1 Cross-sectional structure observed by SU-1510

DIT, MBERARBMER AT A DOEF Y LS EFO DI, KR
b & M ME O ST ¥ B2 ERICHINT 2B ERHH. Lo L, @i
AN SEM B R IC R RBTICHEET B A ARWAEER TS, il 2 1E,
SEM 70 B 13 B % 7 i 4 3 B 4% 70 6 T B B 1S ke TP o0 B R0 A ME KR T b B
B OB EMERAET 5225258, MA2ICRONE LD RUTO
K TSR 7 D

(a) i 0> 5 fil

(b) FE A L BEORFEE IR IC A U b 5 2 54 % MUk A

(c) MBR A UM IC /& UTe & % bR 5 8k I i o 65

(a) fiber contact (b) small dot (c) surface scratches

Fig.4.2 Examples of defects in SEM images
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DL DOMEEMPET DI, BMMERFBERE O AR & U T4l ix{T
I, RFETIE, /JARXBBP T4 NVEZ Y T, TEALTxr Y —HAEIZL DG
WM EITo. ZZCTHlE, /A X740V TE2ITIE, WEOxZ v V%
DEBLETEPLTLEIMERLD. FHIZA<HWLATWDLI AU VT v
TANE D= VIEHDE T BN OEHFEBIC UERA T 2T o EE
BAHRALZ LD, EHATDOIEZ ARy UMHBICHDIZEEFEEIRL T
720N,

ZZTARMHETIHE, BE»OHBMEELFET 2B HAEGOE Y £ HER
EloLi-Hnsl#iEozy T 5720, SEMBEBOZ vy VIE#RE T& 57210
RIELODD ) A XADKBERAT. BEWICIE, XR@.Dcransd (4777
V7 4 v % (bilateral filter) [94]& W7z, XK@ DHDOEHRAL T — %L GlE R
(4.2)THREND .

(L] o o
dst(x,y):EZZGU(x,y,x+|,y+J)src(x+|,y+j) (4.1)
=0 j=0
. N2
Ga(my,x:y)=exp[_xa*;yeJexp{—(ycbgy)_sT(x'y)) J (4.2)
20 20

T, src T ATEBTHY, dstidHAOEBTH L. RU.DITBT D clx
BLHABLT —ZNLDRME 1T HEDOERALBETHLY , KA TIREINS.

n-1n-1

c= Y G, (XY, x+i,y+]) (4.3)

i=0 j=0

NATTINT ANBEIHTTT T A NVNEOIEERTH L. Ty T o7
ANVZIIMZ, HHAE 7 BAEEHDOBEREMEOEZDERWVWEZEHAZITEML TV
5. RUDEDOHE 1TEHAEAE 7272 AN Y 7 VO, % 2HIIE
EAMOBERZICLIELSTERKBL TWD.

Flo, MR E2EFICHEILTWVWDIHEA. 2 KOHMEN 2 Ko L LT
WHInNs2Enbs. ZOMEICKHLT, ZTOMRTIZELT £ 1Y — L
FHWE.EAL 740 Y —METEOOLPLORE LI — XTI U TULHE,
ek, fiAaftb¥ TChbr A —T=v 7, 77—V U THRBEREEND. 2T,
EFENT Y R OME A 4.3 2R,
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Overlap Non-Overlap

Fig.4.3 Outline of the morphological processing

INLOEBE LML DS D20, WMHELHEZIT ). WHLHEO R E
T8, MEAERNDNSCOAB IR TLEYMENRKICA L D28, RO
ZUMEAEE @Y A M TIT O LI o T, MHMEADEETE TV D LK
T E .

wiz, —fEifb, JARXBB T o XS, BT kY0 ET ok
OWrEBER SRS, BMEORMEZER T2 FHEICODVTHRRS.

BRI T AIEEMN 1 ThHLIAMENL TN EMMEL L, BN D
E7EBLVOEEPOEBE AV M E2HAET LI LETELGOELERD, F5
NEELEMMEFRLE L., W4T — A2 MIE GRS D (x, y) B 72l 3 E
Z array(x, )T H LU TOXRTHEIND.

m; = Y.array(x,y)-x' -y’ (4.4)

Xy

B E O (ex, c)IFLTORTERERSIND.

m

cx=—2 (4.5)
Moo
m

cy=—"2 (4.6)
Moo

WAL BRI MMEESORTORINOFHALEL. T T 40 Y — LE% O]
MBI EMAM OB EZ L T &b sn, %ICIUHE L T 3523 1L
M LB OMMEErEMEL®%ICIT o>, AREFZO0EEM 0.

MRAE R, MMEE ., BMEEMAEHE IZHWTERLT 2 LU TDX
2R EIND.
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R =-2¢ 4 k (4.7)
Vs

kKIZIHE, BEALB O — /L0 K& XL iteration WIKTFET H5 /3T A —H T
D, AFNT k=28& L7z, ITICEAGLEZIT > 7ol EfkKHEOR R EZ =T

(b) result from partially missing fiber

(a) normal result

image

Fig.4.4 Extracted fiber edge and center position

M 44()k v, WmEGhoffdo@iELMEIE I ZRERFER/IGELNAT
WHZENDLMNDL., L2L, M440)D K5I, BERMITTHEL D KRIT - HE
KB LTIHBHABERELN TWA VWD, KX CHBHESEED T & A
T4 =NV REHGLT LD, AEECEMIEHBELRELRZVW L
7.

4.1.2 Moving window £

T HA LT 44—V RET U T2 Moving window 1E[99] &2 L 7=. M=
A A4S5CRT. WP LTV PO A X THD., ZOHKBFTEELRD
Va4 zERLL, HEEBBLELYV Y FURTOREEZEE S D Z L
IOV RREROFEBEOZERM M ARG T2 FETHDL. 20K, HbH
TREBEZHNVTI VXL T7 40—V REZRET L. FICAPETIX, B0 T
YA LTRG AT O THEHE S A R OB ES IS A, £ ORI R E
TTHOMHMEERET 5.
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Base window Moved window

Fig.4.5 Conceptual view of the moving window method for random field modeling

WAt AL E M B OB E O Wm0 oMt S BEREENDS T
FLT7 4 —=—NERETDICHEZY. AETITHCHERESE L L TRAZHL
AL, LR 4 UL BB Lo CHBEZEEL,
BTV Py aBESEO OB MENLOBCHBEZRD 2 Z LT, HaEK

DEMBPBECHEZFEAET S FETHD.

) ) 1 nw, NW, A(Xi:yi)_ﬂ B(Xi+§x,yi+§y)—§
pB(gx'fy)_nWXXnWy—lg)E)[ Op ]{ Og (4.8)

T, EF U4 RUBE ATy T THY, nlixd v 4 FU, A, BIlXkI& L
THRME, ABRETV 4V RUDOVEHMETHY, o4, op I TIRHERETH DH. 72
42 EFrThHh B YIal—1ariiBIFBITUXLT 4 — ) RITREH FEEH

i o D A ik
EFELUT A al—3 3 (MC: Monte Carlo simulation) & 1%, #EREL

BoRFEE L TEY oM BBz ERL, TRLEHNTHDL AN EH
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OB ERYVERLYI 2L —2ary T 52 ETINEOMERMELRD D FIE
Thd. TORDH, —HRIZHBTMICE W TITE Y REREEREEICE> TELHED
EHENER SN, FRTICBTL2EBERREESND. L, BHCHBEZ
G T A AT 4=V REEELE MCOLEDIZIE, £RITICB T 5 ZHER
ERBROBEBEE»PORESNET VF L7 4 — A REFRCBECHBEZ B
AT AR B 2w, B 21X Stefanou H O WA [100][101]TIE, EHAEME O &K U
4 Y R DOREEHRMMEREDYEHEEL T X LGEOET VLIZERL TW5D.
— %, AR TIE, BEBEOMNELZHRRELE L LTEBY, TALEZEEL O
WMELETDHZILELEIRETH D7, Moving window ¥E D i H @ 7= & [ #8912
TS TR T VX LT 4 — VWV REEXDHZ L L. 1L, &7 4 v
Ny DWMEORFTEAEREROT X L7 4 — NV FEREL, TOT7 U F LT 14—
W= T DL CHBMEOMNELMEST S, BORBMEMELRET D2
HIZ, RFETEIROFIEZRE L. BERMICIE, BEOT VX L7 44— )L
FEROERMOMEERT 572010, SEMBEGELTLEONTET v F LT 1 —
W RERBD T X LT 4=V FafRb, WML EZAERL, RRDFET Vim
flext L CHCHBEBEED ZE2 K/ T 25 Lo, BEREOMREZITS .
R TIE, KOoKk#EALMELMHE LT, TEDOT VX AT 4 — )L KEEFF
ORBMBEOMEAERT D EE L. Ve A OWREICE T 5 ik B8 kK
LD,

find V,
tominimize ”RFerror ”

(4.9)
subjectto \Y/

f meanerror —

V, =0

f varerror

Z 2T, RFerror(VOIZRFI Vi 7 v X L7 40—/ R OMERNBRETHD,
Vimeanerrors  Vivarerror [ ERB T LB E TV & O RAT Ve OFEH & 4 8 O M x4
ZThd. RUNTBWT, HHBEEEIE V4 RUD V2Rt ERE LIz
XD SEM BB »OHE LT & L7 4 — v F EARBAIIC AR S N 7= iR
BEOMMNPOLEEDL TV HF LT 4 — LV REDEE/)LVLATHY, M EE DHBIC
BT 2EAXBHORBREINTND. AR TIE, K@ bMEOMEL LT,
SR TF T o MEEERMB L 2.

— 7, MHMEELZRET 200 REMAMEIT, X@.1)0TREND.
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find
tominimize ”\/ error H (4.10)

subjectto fiberdlstance>f|berdlstancexl.l

X=X Yor - X0 ¥ ) (4.11)

#ll A AL 1 A i AL T Ud, A RRAE O DAL E 2 R

T, x I MHEMNE TH D .
SEE I Ve An

FRAE#E L, WEI N VoA & & FEBLUE Ok HENLE 2
EOMMEE ) VLA EHMBEKE L.

MRAER B R E O HEEIT T VX LT 4 — L R AR I LT Ve 5341
EOSWTEHKZICEVBEIEBEEINS. T LT, REMRBHEMETIERRET T
VERBRICAEKRESNTE Ve DT U E LT 4=V RO EER/NBICHZ S &
21, B LTRESND. B, MHEMEBEEIAIRSSEELEZSEAEDO A v ¥

2 BRI T D AREMNZBIRET D0, MM E BRI H R 2 BT e AESE

TUX, BRHMER IR I T LR 1LIfF LD REWVWELL L.
LEXy, EXBAEREORA VDT o X L7 40— KEMHH L MC X

WOFE FIEIZH > TITbh 5.
(1) R EEERLHBMERYONHMEZILEZ TRET S.

(2) X4.9),@G 100 EMELZM Z LTk, RABREKBES AR DM

BROBMMEREZRET 5.
Bl SN MR EICES TRy 32t —va v EfTo.

(3) #x i
(MUL(D,m%@UL¢:&Kiof%ﬁ%ﬁﬁ@%%%ﬁ%ﬁ%?é.
ARHFZECHERA L7 —RELE & ERILE o L 4 R 7 1, PCG64 110218 L O

Box-Muller V£ [103]12 Hl W7o . fr 2K 0L & X 4.6 125~ T.
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/ SEM image /
|

Image preprocessing

Extraction of
fiber features
|
Local V; calculation for each window of
the image using the moving window method

Random field identification of V¢

Optimization to generate a set of V; for each
window according the identified random fields
|

.| Optimization for fiber
rearrangement

|
x MC step Analysis model
generation

Numerical simulation

Fig.4.6 Overview of MC using identified random fields in SEM images

X 4.6 DtHE 7ot A TlE, SEMEBEBBEERORTLAEIZBIT S, /4 ABRER
EFEN T xR COBEBGLBEICET S ORI A= T TECHE S
N, TOMOMLEIZTY o FU D CICHBMICALABEINS.

43 WHMEEEEOT VX LT 40—V REBE L 7MHEIS MR
43.1 BEPWMICERSINTEBRELREOMD T ¥ 57 4 — L FORKGE

KRB O —FM@HERLCEAMEBOMBEBEOBZE G OREI N T
VHENT 44— RE, TRICESEAR I BRBUMALBMEEEO T X AT
4=V FEHL, BREFEOZLAEBRIEELT .

T, SEMEE L LRELZRBAT VO HCMHBEBEKE X 4.7 1287, Bl
VA4 RUDOx FABEESTHY, RITE Ty FmBEI& s THDL. 704
LT 4= FIE(EE)=0, OODEEITEEY FUuLb ERLEY 4 FU %tk
WL T, ACHBE 1R Vs FyoBEBENRES RDHIETLE,
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Fig.4.7 Autocorrelation function of local volume fractions of fibers identified

using SEM image

CDOFUF LT 4= R L, ARDOT LT 40— RinORRDFET Ve
DATERFOEBM AL, BEFHEIC IV AR L. BRI AR L7 kiR & o
MMoBCHBEEEO —#l2M 48 27T . KFFROBHO—21%, FERXBRA»
bfFEoNleT v LT 44—V RERLT UV HXLT7 44—V FEROEBMEOE ¥
FEERTL2IETHLIENG, REFEOADMELZHER T I0IC, R
fRCTHDIERBRAIOT VA LT 40—V K&, BEFIEIC IV A K L - #kHEE S
DT ENT 4= REOBRESMERELT o AORBELZK 49 B LW
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Fig.4.8 An example of autocorrelation function identified from a set of virtual

Fig.4.9 Relative error between the identified random field of the local volume

fiber arrangement
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Fig.4.10 An example of the optimization history for fiber arrangement adjustment
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FHEFIHELT DIV F LT 4 — LV REROBMEORITNRIERME A RO EIH
BEERTL2TDICHEMTHD EMmftTons.
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Homogenized material
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Fig.4.11 Analysis model and boundary conditions for virtual tensile testing

analysis
Elo, ATICH A WHEMITE 3.1 ZH W7z, Moving window {ED /X T X — X

R ALICERT. ZOFTIE, VL7 4 —VEREBABRTLIEZODORY 4
Rk 273 (21X13) # & L 7=

Table 4.1 Window parameters

Witdh [pixel] Step [pixel]

200 50

AR TIE, LT 6 2OHMEET VIZTOWTHIEEZITS .

(1) SEM Hi g ic kD& EfIcER S =B EET NV

Q) AUAZKEREL TEK LRI iz RFo¥WElLET L

B ViDRIEENTET UV F LT 4=V IRERELTEKRI AR Vi Z F D
HEALE T L

(4) SEM BB 2 S X EfMICER I NTEAYE T TV

(5) WO EN T v X AR AYEET L

6) ERLEETALERELEETADT VXA LSEOELR/IMET 5 L 510
FUXLARBHEMEERE LAY EET L

89



22T, (D), Q2),)IFEBHEBEEBICE S s ATF AL — LB AZEH L, (4),(5),

— = )

I Ar— L ToORMBIERRBHZEHL WD, X 412 ITHE
fLiEIcES< EF L, 413 [ v TR — L ORITE T L O % R

7.

Macro

(a) reference (1)

Macro / j Vi Micro Macro | Micro

. Gauss distribution ---

(b) V¢ _Gauss (2) (c) Vi _RF (3)

Fig.4.12 Schematic view of numerical models assuming homogenization

Reference
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Fig.4.13 Schematic view of numerical models assuming microstructure
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Fig.4.14 Examples of the macroscopic strain distribution of each model
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Fig.4.15 Example of the microscopic stress distribution of homogenized model
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(b) estimated CVs of the maximum stresses
Fig.4.16 Result of multi-scale analysis reflecting only V¢ distribution considering

random field
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(a) FE mesh without considering RF (b) FE mesh with considering RF

Fig.4.17 Examples of the finite element mesh of the microstructure with /

without considering the random field of the local Vs

B 418 IZ&K T NVOMEBIE T A o DBl 233 KB O XL 30MPa ML |
DEFEOHLERRLELOTHDL. £, 4R LOBMEICE > TELCTIESD
28 30MPa LA EOSEB Z R A TH - T WD, K418 L0, WTFhoETLVICEHE
WTHARE — MR EICLDEMRIS IO PR TE D,

2T, 30MPall FOEFE AR LIZS A, EBEOMBEMEE CIX, KON
mWEGE LCHEBESE TEDL., X LIEBELESA, ZOHEBIH ED
Reonw., —F, U057 4=V REaEBERBLIESGS, EEREOMEMEE DR
RO DB @mWEBR A ERG L T LEFTPAERTE, 0057 40—V FaE

94



BEd22&T, FABRAOBEMEDO IS NG ORBEzRIATELLELLN
% .

(a) reference

(c) RF base arrangement

Fig.4.18 Examples of the stress distribution assuming random fiber

arrangements
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(b) estimated CVs of the maximum stresses
Fig.4.19 Result of multi-scale analysis with a fiber arrangement reflecting V,

distribution considering random field
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Fig.5.1 Schematic view of microscopic interface debonding
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Table 5.1 Test condition

Item Setting value
Test speed 0.7 mm/min
Grip space 70 mm
Gauge length 20.0 mm
Pause condition 0.02 mm (Displacement

between gauge marks)

Lens magnification X500

Gauge length

Fig.5.2 Overview of tensile test for in-situ microscopic observation
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FRNTVS. IFTRRAMEGICHBZOE G Z ERAbEZEG TH 5. Wik
DODREIZH D EOICHEBLTWDLIZERERTEL. £, TOLBEBWT
X, Vo XfEROBBELE, RBRAO - oEE (610X457um) (25 L T o @2
EATo . 22T, TOLRBSEEE B ENS —F LR & I HE
M2 OSGB MR E T,
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(a) Dbefore the experiment (b) after fracture

Fig.5.3 Cross-sectional microscopic observation of specimen
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Fig.5.5 Measured displacement
Fig.5.4 Stress-Strain curve
between gauge marks
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(a) observed region (b) 0.0%

(e) 0.3% (f)y 0.4%

Fig.5.6 In-situ observation of damage propagation
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(k) 0.9% 1 1.0%

Fig.5.6 continued
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(a) evaluation point

IDOD

0.4 %e 0.8 %e

(b) interface debonding
Fig.5.7 Overview of the interface debonding opening displacement

measurement
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Fig.5.8 Relationship between Interface debonding displacement and

macroscopic strain
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Tensile direction

(a) microstructure (b) peridynamics model
Fig.5.9 Numerical for microscopic fracture analysis with identified IDOD

model
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(a) experiment (b) perfect bonding (c) interface stretch

Fig.5.10 Result of fracture analysis considering interface stretch
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(a) experiment (b) perfect bonding (c) interface stretch

Fig.5.11 Result of fracture analysis of another specimen
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Fig.5.12 Result of macroscopic stress-strain relationship
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Fig.5.13 Analysis model and boundary conditions for virtual tensile testing

analysis
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Fig.5.14 Distribution of local strength
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Fig.5.15 Random field of local strength
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Fig.5.16 Schematic view of numerical models for strength estimation of

composite structure assuming local strength random field
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Fig.5.17 Result of damage state of each model
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Fig.5.18 Validation of analysis results with tensile test results
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