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ABSTRACT

Carbon Fiber Reinforced Plastics (CFRP) are composite materials made of carbon fibers
(reinforcing material) and thermohardening resin. They benefit from superior mechanical
properties (low weight, high strength, high stiffness, etc.) compared to other composite materials,
such as Glass Fiber Reinforced Plastics. They greatly surpass industrial materials: when
comparing to steel, their specific weight is 1/4, their specific strength is 10 times higher, and their
specific elastic modulus is 7 times higher. Thus, CFRP have grown into the third structural
materials, after steel and aluminum. Currently, low energy systems and decreases in CO2
emissions are necessary, and CFRP allow the low weight — high strength combination that could
play a role in solving environmental problems. They are broadly used for aerospace, automobile,
and infrastructure. With further development decreasing CFRP costs, their application range is
expected to increase.

Composite materials using long fibers as reinforcement, such as CFRP, show excellent strength
in the direction of the fibers, but the fibers also suffer from the brittleness typical of high-strength
materials. In turn, this causes variations in strength levels, which makes it discussion about the
reliability of CFRP difficult. Until now, reliability analyses have been conducted quantitatively in
terms of evolution of micro-damage to the fibers, in when the fiber strength follows a Weibull
distribution. The evolution of cumulative damage of the composite materials is modelled with
probability theory and stochastic processes, and the expected strength and the coefficient of
variation of the composite material is predicted. In other words, the damage process (cause) is
used to calculate the strength (result) in an “direct problem”. However, there are few reports on
“inverse problems”, where the experimental strength data of actual materials (result) are used to
evaluate the damage and fracture process (cause).

Additionally, when CFRP are used as structural materials, they are subjected to multiaxial loads
(tension, compression, torsion), and thus the reinforcing carbon fibers are undergoing the same
loads. The strength or the failure mode change significantly under multiaxial loads, compared to
uniaxial load, and the behavior under multiaxial loads cannot be readily predicted from uniaxial

data. Still, there is a scarcity of data for multiaxial loading of CFRP.



Based on the above points, this research aims at elucidating the strength and reliability of CFRP
and their fracture properties under multiaxial loads, by using unidirectional CFRP samples with
few carbon fibers (micro-sized CFRP) and subjecting them to pure tension, pure torsion, or
tension-torsion loads, in order to evaluate, analyze and discuss their strength reliability.

The five chapters of this Ph.D. dissertation are summarized below.

Chapter 1, being the introduction, explains the research background, the characteristics of
CFRP and their industrial applications, as well as the issues related to strength reliability and
multiaxial properties. Related reports are reviewed and the goals of this research are stated.

The goal of chapter 2 is the establishment of a method to evaluate the accumulation of fiber-
break points in the CFRP in relation to strength reliability. First, micro-sized unidirectional CFRP
samples with a small number of carbon fibers were manufactured and their tensile strength data
used to estimate the damage and fracture process (inverse problem); a Markov process inverse
analysis model was established. The fracture probability curve was derived from this inverse
analysis model and it was fitted to the experimental data to assess the model adequateness while
evaluating the accumulativeness of fiber damage.

In chapter 3, the multiaxial properties of single PAN-based carbon fibers were evaluated as a
first step to clarify the multiaxial properties of CFRP. Specifically, single carbon fiber was
subjected to proportional tensile-torsional loading, and its strength and fracture were evaluated to
assess the effect of multiaxial loading. Additionally, a multiaxial stress fracture criterion, so far
unclear for this material, was proposed based on the experimental results, and the possibility of
its adoption was considered.

Chapter 4 is based on the previous chapter to expand the evaluation of multiaxial properties to
micro-sized unidirectional CFRP specimens. First, pure torsion tests were conducted, and the
strength data as well as the fracture modes were observed and recorded. Tension-torsion properties
and fracture behavior were then evaluated experimentally, and the effect of multiaxial load on the
strength of composite material was clarified. Lastly, a fracture criterion for this material under
tension-torsion loading was proposed and discussed.

The last chapter is a summary of the results described in this dissertation, followed by future

prospects.
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1.1 BIRER
1.1.1 CFRP D%

R FZHEHEFR({L. "7 AF 7 (Carbon Fiber Reinforced Plastics, CFRP) 1%, REMME (58
b#) &EGEALPERIIE (RAF) 22O RDEEMEITH Y, FREE - BE7R & O A FriE
A7 ABRETAL T T AT 7 70 EMOEEMEHI S TREAZER T 2 (Table 1.1).
CFRP 3, TERONEA L TEMB L HEL THLEALTEY, X, gk~ 2L,
FEEABROK 1/4 D16 BETH DI L0 b, HEENEROK 10 %, HEEER
BROK T 5 L MBO TEVMEZ /RT[1,2]. 2O & 52BN 7=FtE) D, CFRP I8k, 71
I=ULICHS, B3 OBERAMEHCET NS ETICHRE L T&E 2. SEITMAT,
CFRP NET 5 RERFHUMO—o L L TEREIFIRERMEI TH D Z LB oD, ik
IX, CFRP O & EAR LB RE L LT, #ft Lo REMEL —HFmicEs S ¥ T
NU w7 AR CEO =, Wb D, —FH M (Unidirectional composite) Xtk 75 7]
\ZEALVTBREE - MR RS 5. Z20O—FH T, s O M, FRHEEE T ™ 0
5B ORI ME | ARG 1 K < 22 B 728, WH 1T — 5 W CFRP OB g = Ei /- MR & LT
RIS, ZoLs, BETLIAESIEFR R EOBEMR A2 ED, 20, £
FEEEONCFIAT 2 2 & THERER Y br— L TEX 50T, FrE0ARIZE Uiz
HHEEOSEWMEERFTZITH 2 &N TX 5. T Tailored material & FEIEILHFTLLT
HdD.

Table 1.1 Comparison of mechanical properties between typical structural materials[2].

Properties
Material Densitsy Tensile Tensile Specific Specific
[g/cm’] strength modulus strength modulus
[MPa] [GPa] [10*m] [10°m]
CFRP 1.6 2850 160 18.0 10.3
GFRP 22 1000 40 4.5 1.9
Aluminum alloy 2.8 550 70 2.0 25

Steel 7.8 1600 200 2.0 2.6




1.1.2 CFRP O#ERASH

B X —, ZEBLRFPEHEOHIEA KD LIV TV LIRS, BRE CRRE 23k
Td % CFRP (%, HIERERERBEOMHEIZAIT THREREEZH-TEBY, MEFHS
FCHBEDE, BREARDHFLILILD, SEIERDHF COBANEATND. 514,
BffiRIc L 5= 2 MEic L Y, CFRP OIS RIS 4 E KT 5 & PRI TN 5.
LATIZ, CFRP OEEXZE~OIGAFIZ W< DT

[Aizei]

FLZEBE DBHZEIZ I\ T, B I KOk IRBE O M L oOBLm)» DR RS E(LI3IER I E
HAREHZTHY, CFRP DEARHEA TWA[3]. 1970 ERITITARA TF—, T L_R—F
— 72 E O RS ENCERF SU2 %, 1980 EREBENBIE, BER L O— RS
B~ Sz KEOR—A > THRECRRIN O =7 N 24170 E OB O KF A — T —
X 1 N7 ORFEMHMEOHFEHEZEOLTRY, FIXIE, 2011 F2 DM L 75
MR —A 27 787 B X ON2015 FIZFM L 7= =7 N 2% A350 XWB 1%, & HICEEESE

DHKJ 50 %A CFRP TH Y, FH, K, BELEOFEIAIC CFRP BAERAINTE
O, BRI L OWERERED A | L 72 [4].

[BEE]

HEIELSH CH, BEbIc L2 &E M ED7-%, CFRP Om@ERHMNIANR Y >oH BH[5].
®A%T®CWP®ﬁ%i?@wf%wﬁ%ﬁékﬁz@m*@%héV—y/7ﬁ
—bihE o7, BICRE TS ZEETNABETIERL, BEE - SitoE 2y
77 - Aﬁb74ﬂ~®§é%% WEERSTNWD 7+ —2 T H—TTlL, £/ =
v 7 DA OREEE R 1 CFRP THEAL S LTV 5. ZHUiE CFRP OffZE = 3 /L ¥ — I AR
DEINEOEBTHD. L= 7 h—TOERRKITED, #MEE LToOFEER L
L7=Z L CRABEAOBEALIEN > TWDHDN, CFRPIZIATF— AT LI = A7 YD
BEFEMEHZ I RE T 272D, —fROFABEA~OFEAFIID 2L, BRI —HOERK
HOAR—=Y I —~DOWHA6)ICE EE - TnD. LL, HRCOMRERSNILE L < 72
S>TRY, BEROREIIRERFEL 257120, 5H%IT—BRERE~OBEH LIERT
LEFRENTNDS.

FIOEFETIE, BMEREMEN R DT R WREIEMBE S EROSEKEY 7 L LTD
BABIERLTEY, CFRPIZTA T — L MHINDBAEE/2IE 7V I =0 AROEAR
ETAM & L COREIZHE S TWVD., 20L&, BERSRITEERMSEDT-D CFRP DR



FHEEFIR L C, BRI RBHBMERZ B IR 7—7 @ &, B Rioxt LT
IREMHER ZEIH K L CTAEZE S TEI ANV DVEZBHICHELE YT
CFRP B E L 72D L OICEREEN, 74T A NIA T 4o 7B VEESN
A[7].

1.2 CFRP OISR EHLKIZF 11538 & 6RO

RES OBRERMEIZXT T 2R OBIM S, CFRP A% DO NFEOERIZ L VIR RS
LTV ZENRFHREND. —F T, CFRP IZEBEMENR SR TERNELS, &5
IRV RAFEERT 22 0D, TONFREIC OV TUIREHDICEHAIN TE S
P, RAMEREICEL TV ARWE L EDNRTWA. 2072, AMEO S 572 % 56 FE
DILRIZANT T VT 2 _XEREITZL <, BUE S HAEE TR IRIED b
TW5.

121 SAEEREEICEAT IR

CFRP %3 U & 2 30 A i ME 2 A\ - R MEE AP B, Rlck~ 7= ko ig,
TRMEOENF I © TEIRE 2789703, BAGE XS REM B A Ot 2B 5 5.
O, BEBROBEOITL O IIMEFEELHER T2 L TLIILIIMEL 2 5.
ZITEOBEGHEMENERT 201X, MEREX SIS TICE W TERWEE
ThY, EHEE GEBERR) CHREOFEHENIRESRD, EITTOEERE/)
L 725 2 L CHREEEMEIIm BT D,

ZIVE T—H MR A AR B OB EEEFEMEIC OV T, BT 2 RME D TRE D U
A TNFHBUHED &=, ZTOWMBRBEERBBEICEEEMTEZAVD Z L TEED
VR S AL T & 72[9-21]. Z OERBEE & 702 DI, TEROFREHR[22ICEEEIN
DREHERE T ST 261 5 1B S 2@ H L 7=, chain-of-bundles FEZRE T /L[10] TH 1,
1964 41T Rosen (2 KV FEFR STz, EEMEDEIL M AR 252 5 & HEE CRliErkibT
WAL DD, BB RN OB 222 THITEIET 5. 20 & 9 eiffEiibic kv &
726 SNDIENEEDRIT, 1950 F£{CLIRE, Cox[23], Rosen[10], Kelly & Tyson[24]5
(2K > THE SN TE 2. Rosen [THEWT A0 DS AN ZEEIET S 900%E TOR S & 4
#hE & (Ineffective length) & RILL TRV, ZOHiH TITE S EHIFBIEEE & Rk
DZEBZ T EREL, THCHBEERZEHT 5 & L bIg, FiglLLITRT L9 28
R S OfHEN 572 23 (bundle) % 58fE U744 (chain) & L CHEEMEIZET /MEL
7. D%, Zweben[12)1Z X > THEWT ST I I D REWHgHE~DISHEF I L - T



R S DT RO, WhbdD 7 7 A X —DFEEN chain-of-bundles fERE T /LI
EA X7, Rosen |2 X% chain-of-bundles &7 VT RFEEETET L, Zweben D7 T A
Z—BAET TERREET VLT TV D, 2RO ITEEMENC T 2 MR R E
FOEENTTHY, ZO%OBERBEE 2 SICET oiEimd, EERRmICESWHER
BTV UTRFENFIIL > TREBERT TE .

Q

Q |

Fig.1.1 Chain-of-bundles probability model[10].

L AT, MHEBRLEAMEOBERIERR X Fig.1.2 (TR T X ) I EAR L ~UL
DI % & & B, EEMBINEICHMER T 41X U & T 2 BENER B L TRl
HZHREIZE 2 REEEGRE[101 TH 523, ik LBy, iRkl X 28 E1E
R K > THEBRENERET 2 b MR RENEH T 257 L-ULIE ER L, fEER
ICRKEZRT. 572 &, SHERILESHEN ISR 2 BT 213 C Rl EE 2
ml7b. ZOkd, BEMEIOREREMELHEET VML TiaT b & &, HIEK
BARTEIZE R 2 U T ERIDP VL ODERINTNDED, ZNHDRNTHAEH



[19-21]DWFFEITHFEICMET 2. G HIE, EEM BN OB G TRAMERIET-> R w3 < B
ENEAESICRET HEMRERRNER THH Z LD, T fERBRICH ST
THREEHEMEEZER L2, BRMIZIE, chain-of-bundles FESRE T /L2~ /L 2 7B FE[25]
AT D& T, MM OEITRIZREBE(LE L TRBLIZET LV ERET D &
E BT, FAUCE S BUEM R A MRITAIIE R U, SHEsRILE S RO SRS HE I
AT R & (TR 5 Z & & BEmEIC R L Te

ST, DLEOWIEIE, EEMEOREERE OEITIRI 4 MmO R mRIc &SV
WHEEILE LTET /ML, EEMERE OHIRHE & EEREE THIT 5, T7hbb,
#HEEE (RRE) 280 CRE (BR) ZIEREE L TFRT2HWTH Y, REEH
MEICBET 2 0B 2 TRELS BRESEZ. BETIE, EEMEOERT — 2 NEEIC
GIET DXl & b E - T, BB/ T 71— F XD 72 < 72 D48
\ZH 5[26,27]. — T, FERB/BOLNLTVDHHEOD, TN G I RERNRHALRY
AICFRIENEA SN D, S, EMEOBIEER O FHACH BT 23k T
LT uERDE, BET—X ((ER) »OHEE - BERRE (FR) ZfRMENICHEE
THHERGH > THRDLIRETHDIP, T2 WL LTl 7S 3 T2z
[28]. L7e2> T, HEEMBOMBEBREROBENO G, BIEREEEOE &/ 2RI
FEEBTT 2ULERD L.
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1.2.2 ZEISHHFECET 2R

A0 CFRP O &R, MZEFHSIICE EE 6T, BEEMBEER S OFE
BaMELE LTHELLIERL TS, 2O XD ICEREETH E L TERASND & X,
CFRP (153 —EfECR U0 BRI EHRECA U2 285 FICENNLDH[29-31128, [FIEF
(2% OFRLIHE T o D IRBBHE D ZHAN 21T 5. BRAO X 512, Z8S )T oM
BEOSREEOBIE AT THEIS T & IIRE < R0, BEEOM BRI 2T T8l - 38
TLZEIIRETHD. L LR s, 16RO KRGS CFRP OFREFALIZET 5 #®
FL, AT A S RO & FRE R & A2 ARG ISR D BRAR S SEAT L
TRV, ZERFHEICET 22 S TS VEHOCORBERTH S.

ZIVET, ZHAR T TORBMMERROIRETIMIZOWTIE, 5l8EEAR LY DA
BORISHTICBITOMEFADBLTOLIICOTNCHERTELOATHDL. FHOL
[32]iF, 2a U 0 Z &AM L7 IRRETO PAN 2B L UE » TR R BEHED 5[ IRIREE & fliESR
O ABOTHEOMBAEEZRE L TS, £z, BHOBIIEINLOMHEDRT
D BERSIBRIEE N BRI L AMIGE O EERICE Y ZELSHTWD Z & 2 FER
BICHER L7z, L2oaL, ZHOIEZHIE ) T CO B KN LESREEZHAOLMNICT HET
DFERITE->TORY. SEFHEMETH D E v FRRFEMHEIC OV TIE, 3T
Iwanaga H[34]30A 0 Y EfRf5IIREEZ R RKESHIICLVHBATESZ L2 RLT.
—F T, BEOHIER CFRP OFR{LARHEIC i%<®ﬁn,mwmmmmmamm%ﬁ$
WHEDPH O SN TV D, THUE, PAN RIHED 7 4 T A FAROMER, +70bb, KFE
INA M- 2 HRERL S 40 5 G ST ORMRHER T 7~ OB M EE RN E MY v T Rl e £
XV eE<, WA MSIRBEZ I U 0 &3 252 OB FRIRHEICEN D [35, 36]7-
WTHDH., ZOXHIREFEELRD L, PAN RIREMHED LIS T COMBERLEICS
WTHEMmSNDNENRDH DD, TOLX I BRBETFEVMORY RY7-620. 56
2, UL EOSATHZEIET R THMEICR LY 28T LD BICEIRATW A 52 5, FEHHA
BREMICESL ZMREFE 21T > TV 528, ZHEABEYICFHET 5720121%, WE
BRI L D ERER~ORBEOFELRFT & ThHL. Thbb, 5l &R
CYISHRFERHZAE LD & 5 2 HBIARRETORBR S YRRNOMNEL D,

CFRP O HBHBREE T — % N HIREEF T/ > TE2—FH T, HEFEDHIZE S
THPRIER BT - HEIERR GT S 4172 CFRP BUEIE (R IXZ8IG /) T CIIABEM ELL T CHiE A&

C25Ea0RH 5. Fliivic X 912, AMEHIMZERS BEIE R S Omy MEBMENSZER
SNLGETHERINDZ LD, T8, =8 W\ o7 ZHE T I RO



B & FHUCEDSLSHED 7 T4 7 VA OWESLNBLS EENTEY, BEMESEIC
BWTHEBHICE Y L EN TV DIFFERED -2 Th 5[37-42].

LT, CFRP OZ it C B 5 BF7e@hm 2 i BIC R~ 575, CFRP ICIZ S
SRR B DD, T 2 TIERFIC - Hrbif & AW RREICERE Y To.
Goto H[29]1%, & v~V EIEER Fr 2 F N CRlkHER 7 10 5 188 & RHEEL A2 7 [ EAE DA &
OEIE T 5 —J5 1\ CFRP FEEMR O EBRIRE 2 BUfG U, B 2 HaEfEA R I
Ko CoFMBIRBENMIT T2 L arER Lic. £, BIEEECONTHLERLT
BV, BIRE—EMERIEN W2 R, ER G mMAEEE T OB TRASNL L%
e 1=, HIfE 530138 L O Sanai H[31]1%, — 5\ CFRP O-+FRIEKER 7 % AV Chikie
5 7] & ARHEIE 22 5 1R O ~B IR B 2 Afr L7 REE CRRIRBR 21T\, £ Offk#Ez
FEBALNILTEY, BHMICAELL20TH LI K> TRERHBET— Nerd
Z &, A TTENBIE—SIBRAR T COREEEAFEMIA TR ESXRE L.

LIbEoD X 512, CFRP O B AHME L Vo TH S XM EAROMEAAS HEN
HY, IHITIEEBERICITTBECEMOM I OAH L 6T, FAMAOBAELD. LER
ST, B ) &AW OMAE DA T COZEIRET — & OIE L RS E S
VATV A O £7-, MEBREIC T DEEMER Lo R 5 MERA R T
H5.

1.3 AHAEOHMLEER

ARBFFENLFRN IR ST BRN S, RFBMHETR(L 7T AF » 7 (CFRP) OFREFHEM &
LG T CONZREEZA ST HZ 2B E Lz, BIEICOWVTHE, 7 LR
Ba T 2D EiMEN & 72 2 — 5 1A CFRP (/A X CFRP) Z{E#LL, H#hs[5RH
BICK VB oNTMET —# ) CHREMERREZ PRIEMICHES 27200~ ra >
R RENTE T LV ORBEE BT . VT, TOETLVOZLMEEZRIET 5 & & bR
MR OMHERE I O BREM: 2 5195 . %EIC OV TIL, #/hY A X CFRP Offiza L v 58
EBXOBIR—R T MELZERMICESG L, AN G 2 5 2 AR OFELRET
L. EBIT, EBFERICESWT, TRE THLNZ STV o 72 ZHlG Tk E
HDRRE L 2 O A ATREME A BT 5.

LI EDRFZEN BB LN DRI, AMEOBERSBEO S S5 EKRICETSHDTH
D, EMEOBEERIEFACH BRI ORHNO OEEER LD LD,



1.4 XHAEOARE

R SIFER O OERECORSENDLRD. UTICEEOHS 2R

1 EIIFERTHY, IR R L LT CFRP WA T 5 RFRI M & AR OREE S
B~ GBI 2R L 72, £7-, CFRP ® & 572 5@ A& o RIcmiT CLiX L
M Z 5, RGN & ZEAEIC R DRERE A KT 5 L L B ICEET A 0EkD
aea L a— L7, &%, ULZBEZAHIEO B L EEICOW TR,

52 B TIE, CFRP OMELEFEMEICET D 2 BRAEEMRMERL T R 2 D & ERIHEE FIEORESL
ZBfE L. 7, 7 VRBRA Th 2 DEGHHED & 72 % 51\ CFRP (v X CFRP
LELT) OBIEBET —# & AW CTHREBRERREZ WRENICHE T 5, /L a7k
WRENTE T V2 AEEE Uiz, FiC, WRENTE T 40 DD 2 e SR ah R & EFRE I
TA4 T AT ERT, KETNVOELMEERIET D & & b ICAME OIBHERL T D AfHE
PEZ 34 L 7.

% 3 B TIL, CFRP OZEhEIEOMIAICAIT 788 Bk & L, HIED CFRP Oi#fl
HRMED RZH % 5D 2 PAN SRR FEMHE O BEMGEZ Bl R 2 51 L 7. BARB9I213, R
FAAE— AR DGR — UV MERME A LA RRER I XV S L, ZehssE T - ki
BB CERITY, SEAROEEZRAE L. 610, ERFERICESNT, ZhET
B 5 2MZ STV R Do Te AR B O 28l R R E 2 37 (TR R L, & O A FTRENE
REET L7,

BA4ETIE, AMEORRLEE %, ZuhReMEFHE 2 )N X—J518 CFRP (ZHEBE L
TE L7z, £F, #h A X CERP OfiAA L W RBREIT, MET — X ZINET D &
EHICRUVBEET— REEE L. VT, FBE—R LY s Tiok T 2
T — X % EBRIOICHE L, BEMEITREICE 2 5 ZMATR OB A fEH L. &%,
AMEIOBRE— UV BHEREL I ITREL, BEEZMZT-.
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TILOTBEREFEBITETIVLIZE S
WY 4 X—7ATF CFRP M5 |iREEHIZEBIEDHERGHHT

2.1 %
RFMMETRIL T T AF v 7 (CFRP) 13RES, T OB SIFRIFEIC LY, MZE-F
HCBEE, RORER S, REWEEEM & L T x REE DT~ AfsBES IS
TW5. KEULO—F T, CFRP O % Ka—1 7 E/NRISER O ST ~ BT 5
A bEE > TVAH[1]. CFRP OEZESLEINY T IV A— b~ 71 A — L
A — T OBV R ECE M~ OBRE AR 5 2 L ITMEREE, MEEREH b, SE
RARTH DD, B/NTETIZRIT 5 —J51 CFRP O ERECEREMEIC B3 5 FFEH
NI D720,

& AT, REMHMEITINGR SN2 B0 AR 2 O I RIBHEE S HEHT, D
T ANCIR > TENCBEZTRT 2 ERR A HAILTW DD, BEEIME X = R E AR
BOWtEEET D, 207, BABROBEOIXS SX IMERFEELFH#ERT > ETL
T UIERIRE L 72 5. ZAVE CRREEEHEMEIC OV CIIHE R DI DIREE N U 1 7 L 45 FR
RIZTED & &, ZOMEBREERMBEICEBMEMRITZ AV 2 & TEEMICIHE S U
TET72[3-8]. ZabiE, EEMEORBEREOEITIRN 2 MR i RmRIcE SV
WREZE L & LTET /ML L, EEMEBRE O E L EESeE THIT 560 TH S,
Zo ko pEEEE (RR) 2@ 0 CHE (R ZIEREE L TFRIT 2/Wicon
T, ZLBPEREHRBIZX— AR SN TV 00, BEMEIOERT — 2 )i
BEIFET DL IR0 L b E - C, ETIHIHER D 72 < R A AN H 59,
10]. —7F, EMEIOBEEZER O TS5 &6 < MPEHBRETHBLAN G, WIIRET — X
(K53 oG - wuERfE (RRE) ZHRENICHET 52 HERH > THRLRET
HoHN, WREE LT, EHEOOMBDIRY, WETHD., 0L lEE
NG, BELII LV 7BE[EZFEREL LT, ZOHEDT-ODEENTT L
EREEL LT-[12].

AR TIE, EOICBEBITAICELN CTE LT NV ENICICRET LS. T7420b5,
HERE W 5BV OIS N EEIR OB 31T TN TH LTI, ZNEBETE 50 &R
LEEROET VARSI LOTHDH. £, DEHEN S 72 5 —J7 8 CFRP (LA

il
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T, WUy A X CFRP &FET) OAFRIRMEDOEMET —# 25 RABRIC L VINET S &
EBIT, BELIEET AN DEEOBMEMMT S8 2 F T 2MIEMRR L HE L, TOBE
ZELRET VORE LB LB Lz, 618, BEROET V2 AW cR LHEEEIC XL
HHIEREROREE FIEIC OV TR L0 THET 5.

22 EEAZK
221 #uhy4 X—7[F CFRP RERHF DS A %

AR L LT, PAN SRR FiAE R L-(HH)H TORAYCAT300IB 3000-40B), =ZEiRfHE
BRI R VMR (B A XA (B A Z—3=30) BLOTE > (BE7A VL
FEMFEFDR) AW, E7z, FERH L REMIED SR EMES | sRRERIC X
NET=. F72, BONEBIEREOUA TN LT, ZHOHOEREZF LD T
Table 2.1 |27~

Table 2.1 Properties of PAN-based carbon fiber used in this study.
D[um] p[g/em®]¥ o [GPa] E [GPa] e [%] m [-] oo [GPa]

7.00 1.76 3.22 152 2.11 5.36 3.49

D : Filament diameter, p : Density, ¢ : Tensile strength, £ : Tensile modulus, ¢ : Fracture strain,
m : Weibull shape parameter, o : Weibull scale parameter.

WU A X—J5m CFRP OERIAIEITE T, RBIEITAE Lo A V0 JHIZ )IS
R 7604 TERFMHE— YA > VRINEROREBR T ] \THE SN HEICHEY, T b
CHNCIEE S TIEMERE L. H0 T, Fig2 L \ORT X 912, #fE N=2,3,4 B &
T B 7 DREHER 2 HEEL S B BB, 8K CEE L7 (Fig2.1(a). £ D
%, BORETSZE]YBRE (Fig2.1(b), DEMHERIIR L TR ¥ 85, #ik
HBLOT 2T ETRERME 113 OBETHA LI~ N v 7 AEREHT -
iR 3% (Fig2.1(c). ~ MU v 7 RAEEOIEREE, T2 ho~D~ N v 7 ZADEE
RN ARF 73 Th D EHEERFICKIENEAET 5720, ZORITEETRETH D, KEI,
BHROREER S ALY -7 60 (Fig2.1 (d) Z=iR - 72 I CERRE FTHY
T CTHETSZEICEY, v Y v 2A&fFELEEZ (Fig2.1). kDXL
THBND CFRP /A A—J56 CFRP & M5, 72k, 72 BEfEE L CH~ bk
Uo7 ARZERIC KT ARETRAVLOIIELT 2 CHREBMMZERE L. 20
CFRP % JIS R 7608 [fRFEHHME— HARKED 5 BREFEDRER FVE] ICHEILL7-HET, 7
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15

Fig.2.2 Shape and dimensions of micro-sized CFRP specimen for tensile test.

222 RBRAEZRORES & UHHEEIKEOHRER

TERL U 723 _RCOM/NF A X—J51H CFRP RABR A IC%F L, JIS R 7607 [RFEEHE—H
WO BER R OWREOREBR 7L (SRS D B BARZ LEBEMSEIC X > TH
ETHHE] LY, TV, 7 nxa—7 (K)o 1y 7 28 KH-1300) % f#
ALTEZZAEL, WEE2EE L. 72, MEEEEER v IR b
Bt 2B A MmOl R & L TEE L.

AT, WHEBN=2,3,4 BL T 22572 50 X CFRP NORHEBL S IR BE 4 7
EWEFEMSE (LLT SEM L5E7) ICX2BEICH L. 2o b &, & CFRP ##E}
BICEE L7OREE THIIEPICERDIA R, AR TE D L O IFE L. D%, F
BLU-BEARBICASEEREL, 74—V R vy a VEEREFHEMKE (BAE
F(F)HL JSM-7000F) % AW CHEE - g LT-.

2.2.3 H#h5|5RHAER

AGAERIT, JIS R 7608 [EREHMHE — BLMME D 5 sRFFIEDFRBR 715 (THEHL L TEEM L
7o FMEEL LTEET, RiETIER L7oBuhg+A X CFRP BB %, Fig.2.3 ([T~ d /M
SIBE—R UV RBE (Lo RFER o— FEAEE 20N) OF ¥ v 7 EICE Y [fi)7=.
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ZoLEEETANE AL, ABRADPRBEORMERIIRE O LI ICIMTIT5 2 L, HER
FIZHTEZ 2T 72 VIREE T, BRSO 2~V I COIMT 5RICAE LA EEIZ L -
THRBADHELAR2NWE I ICEET DL 2L ThHD. RIS, ABREAERE SH, RBRHE
1.0mm/min TR OF R E —MOBIRA MM 2 L CRIE L. 22T, Bl
VERT 2B EMEOREFEL, n— RELICEVEBEL L TRASNAHELZ 0T 4
HE#E (DPM-911, HRASHEMEER) BT VLA r2a—T (REY A
a—% MR8870, HEBMIMASHE) ZHEHL CE&HELL. 2k, BBAOMHONLY
0 A~y ROEMNEZRBIEBO LT T4 7 A K (=0.0259mm/N) THIELEHL
T, E£1o, B OINTA S BRI B & Bl O LA W miE & GRS OB TR Z &
T, MEHEISANCHE L7ZBIRMEZRD D & &b, MO/ OE 7y~ RS ThRL
THHOT AEZER Lz, 512, 5IEEERIIN < D0 OFEHHIE[14, 151038 5 03,
AWFFETITIJIISR 7608 THE SN2 OTAHARMICE T D, IT—OTHHRHOBEE 05
5 BRI 2 R 7z

|
|

Turn stage

Fig.2.3 Appearance of tensile-torsional testing machine.
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2.3 fRAHE
231 ISHEEESOEL S EERE L -EGHRIREROEBRITETIL

HERILE SR ORBELRRRIT, BHERETCZIUC E ) REIT< BEOEREL & B
L CHETT 2 B2BIEGRRETH . ZNOOEEIZT v X DMIEAET HERRIES L
FIpEDH DD, BEEMEOBIERRIIMEERREICHIE ST TGRU O TND[3, 4,
11]. Goda &%, chain-of-bundles EF/LIC~ /L2 7@ AEA L, DEERED D 72 51
INEEMEIOBIRTERE T — % ) LB EHIERRERIC & b 7 5 BB SR OHEE F
HEERRE L2 ZHUTEEREER L RE L CRERBET ) v 7 %217 5 1ERDIE
M7, 8] & IRy, WET — & 2 LRERERRE L HE T 2 SR ENET FIETH
5. ZIZTHE, EFTBIRISTICET UM A X CFRP OFET — 2 G, =05
R EZ LR O FiEZ AW THEE L, AR OB EEEMETm 2R 5.
Fig2 4 |TRTIRIEERX (/L2 7 75 7) 1%, NAKOHRKED & 72 5 WU+ X CFRP
ERELTND.

M3Ac RV,
X (1~a3) X (1=oy 1)

Fig.2.4 Markov graph (state transition diagram) of fiber breakage process in a unidirectional
fiber-reinforced composite.

FT, TRTOMWMEITEAR OR R TRBWHREE Sol2H D, 20 SonbEIEE o
AR LTV &, CFRP #HERLT 2 N ROFHED 5, b 35\ E AT CHlHERIBT R
124 L%. 2Dl x, CFRPIIMIELZRVIREES), & L <IIIEICEDIREE Sy (BRI
REE) ITHERE T 5. 22T, o b o+Ac (Ao : S HHE45) DORIT Son s St £721% Sy
DWTHNNHEB T LHBRE L LT, b~ BT 2HEROME LAc LB L,
Sl EHREEITI-AA0 TH D, S-Sy TITWRILIREEIZHERL T 5 2 &b, RINEL
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o B L, TOERIT A THD. FT So—=SI ~DHEBEE So—SyOHERES &3
5 &, WBHERIT(I-a)AAc THREND. FEEIC, St OWEENS 2 S OMHERRIE 235
AL THBELRVIREE S, & L IIRET DRE Sy aRIT 5. URLHR $»—S: 8
LN S-Sy D X 9 1T LTIREEHERS 2758 2, A& HIIC CFRP PNERICARHEmM T 25 k —1
S B UTREE Sia 20D kB ORGHEBRIST S 384 L72IREE, Sy iei&iRiEE 375, =
DEE, WNETu=1Thsd. UEOXIICKREAT D &, ARBEITBEEBAREZR(S)
PIZEBWT, REEZL R R 4 (1=1,2,3,,k) O T TRIA L v La7i@BRe
4. U EXOELNAEREERE P (1=0,1,2,k-1) BEOP(=1,2,3, -, k) 13,
wOES TR E LTEINRD.

P (c+Ac)=(1-4A0) P, (o) (2.1.1)
F(oc+Ac)=A4AcF (o) (1-a,)+(1-4,A0)F (o) (2.1.2)
R,(oc+Ac)=4AcF(c) a,+PF, (o) (2.1.3)
P (c+Ac)=4LAcP(c) (1-a,)+(1-LAc)P, (o) (2.1.4)
P, (c+Ac)=2,AcF(c)-a,+P,(0) (2.1.5)
P(oc+Ac)=4AcP (o) (1-a,)+(1-4,Ac)P (o) (2.1.6)
P,(c+Ac)=AAcP_ (o) a,+P, (o) (2.1.7)
P_(c+Ac)=2_AcP_ (o) (1-a.)+(1-4Ac)B_ (o) (2.1.8)
B, (c+Ac)=ALAcE_ (o) a,+ B, (o) (2.1.9)

FIHERBER LB LTI, BHEDSEET L CH IS NEIE T 5728, Kelly-Tyson €7 /L[16]
BT AW SN DEHE S 20 #BE L, IROLIITERL.

P NL—(i—l)~25 mo™!

1 m
L, Oy

, (1=1,2,3, -, k) (2.2)

T, mBEN oo TEHETRE DD A TNIARNT A —H, RENT A —X NIk
¥, L, LlIZTN TR S, EERER S @EREZRNIE L2/ —VEX)
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FRT. RQOWERBRITHHMEMMT N AT 5 Z L IlEOEEN 20 T oD T5Z &
ZFRT.UEXY, REFTNLELLT, SRS 7 /L (Stress Recovery-zone Subtracted model)
ERRSZLET L. ZoLkE, ISHEERES JIFEH o OB THY, o DEML LD
WZHEINL, SCER[16] BT X HicREnD.

-
S=—
2. o (2.3)
ZZC, r(=DR2=3.50um), tm (= 28.9MPa) IIFNFIHEEEB L O~ R v 7 2D
B ARG D 2. RKQ1LD~Q.1.9)DEZES HRENRICAc 28 —5 25 2 & T
BRI BIREERERE R FE D, 2LV, 1~k BEOMRKERLNT S % 5 T DRFERESR PrlIik
REhDb.

k

P, =) P (a,) 2.4)

i=l

KRBT, k1T T X TOD CFRP R A MHEICE O T B S ORRKELEH®T 5.
EROHBERBETIE, k+1ZROKEKMEE L, a+l=lLEELTDH. ZOREET
a, 0y, -, G T TITREIINLTONDR, 1 DFRIOWINE o OHAKRMTHY, K
BRI P OERBE~DT —F 7 4 v T 4V TICE > TCINEWHETD. a=1 25
EENEEATRBA T THBBIES N AR L, #EEKT TS, S0, Em
WSt 1325 TRO BB,

ok
n,=Yi-F 2.5)
=1

i

SRS EF/NTIEAA T—iEZ AV, RQR.1.D~Q.1.7)TRIREMRR A EENICER L
7o F70, W o OREFEIZIX Excel O Y W 3—iEEZ LA L, H/h —5&1E (Least square
method, LSM & 8297) ZHWTIRE L 7.
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232 HHEEEEER LA EEHEBEDHRITETIL

AIETIE, Fig24 BLOKQ21.D~Q2.1.7) TR Lz~ /v 2 7i@ESEfENTE7 L (SRS
T) KL, BRI NEEEA BE L RWET LV ERET D, SRS BT /UL, ki
BT 3T A LB DI A EIER S A D 2RO L ELIVWZ O TH L. Lo, i
AEN=20 & &, 20=50mm %t L CHEAE ST PIFIEAE 0=3.103GPa 1251 T
£(2.3) 50 26=0376mm L 720, EHHES 20 BDEE S L L0 /NS WES, T
Db, L>>20 THIUTRQDEUTOLICELT AN TXS.

A =4, (i=1,23 ...k) (2.6)

ZhUE, SRSETNVOHEBRLITRRY, BATTRENORBA ORMBBEENE - 2 F
TRERERIT B OIS EIER OB 52 EE L RWET LV THD T LG, SRS £
7 ) (Stress Recovery-zone non-Subtractive model) & FESZ L3 TE 5. ZDOET L TH
b5 BEERE R AR I E S H RS L D EERE Tld e <, O RIS Lo s L
TROHND. T, RQILD~QINDICKHLTA—0 T 5 & &, LUTOEME
WMy HEXEED.

aB
7o TAH=0 2.7.1)

dar
3;+%{E+U—adﬂ}=0 (2.7.2)

dn,
—~—-Ao,P, =0 (2.7.3)
do

dp,
ot A{R+(1-a)R}=0 (2.7.4)

L~ AR = (2.7.5)

—L4 4 {P+(1-a,)P}=0 (2.7.6)

—L _JaP_ =0 (2.7.7)
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EX0 D, FREFESRITRO L O IR/ LS.

[
[

E

By =exp(-A,))
B =(1—a,)A exp(-A,))

R, =a, {1 —exp(—A, )}
2

P, = (l—al)(l—az)%exp(—Al)

P, =a,(1-a){1-(1+A,)exp(-A,)}

p 0-a) | A eol-a)

p-afir-o) [ -S4 non)

J=1

S, AUERQO)DFIREEE TH Y, kA LD,

A =ﬂ(z]
L, \ o,

i—1 i 2 3
ZA_.':1+A1+A_'+A_'+
=i 2 6

2.8.1)

(2.8.2)

(2.8.3)

(2.8.4)

(2.8.5)

(2.8.6)

(2.8.7)

(2.9)

TH 5. SRS ETMTEBWTH, WIER o OHEEIZIT Excel D Y /L 3—HBEA A L,
FI#RIZ LSM Z -V THRE L 7.
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24 RER - BABRELUEE
241 IBRUHHES L SIRIRE DR

RHEEL 2, 3, 4 BE N7 KBRS LD/ X CFRP 8RB i ORFE 72588k A
® SEM Bl 5 H % Fig2.5 |27

Fig.2.5 Typical cross section of micro-sized CFRP specimens.
(a) N=2, (b) N=3, (c) N=4, (d) N=7.

1B 2% OMEHEITIRICEEN D Z 72, BBIZHRIZEFZT S TVDH I ENbns. R
AT _TITx L CEZBEZITV, 22 BT HEIC X BIERBRZEm L, HRE
TR EB. RBRAKITN=2,3,4,71Zx% L, TNEN30AFIEKRTHDH. &5EME
% BHE D IR AE & B RHERR DI CIR L, ThENDBBRIE & RO D & &b,
WA E 2 DS IRME A BH Uiz, £72, SIRBERE LOMBOT 2 o0 ThEeED
BARIZFECEVEM L, BOoNTEN—O0FTH8K (Fig2.6) [ZBW\T, Zhth
DORER T IIEREHES OB NC L 00D BT, OFT RO E & IS DNEIEAREAY
ML, MM E RS ToE ST 282 2 L7z, $72, Table22 [ZRT 5 [8RAHE
L, Ao b, BEOTARIERFEFEOE TH 523, WIHE, 5/5EMH
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ERFOEIEREICEEL RIET RFTHDHEEZLDZEINTED.
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Fig.2.6 A typical stress-strain diagram of 2-filaments CFRP specimen.

Table 2.2  Tensile test results of micro-sized CFRP specimens.

NI[-] P[N] o [GPa] E [GPa] & [%] Vi [%]
2 0.239 3.10 (18.9%) 148 1.95 52.0 (13.6%)
3 0.380 3.29 (15.1%) 179 1.83 52.4 (18.0%)
4 0.546 3.52 (19.6%) 169 2.00 63.6 (12.2%)
7 0.890 3.49 (14.6%) 154 2.11 54.5 (10.7%)

N : Number of fibers, P: Fracture load, o: Tensile strength (Values in parentheses show ‘coefficient of variation’),
E: Tensile modulus, € : Fracture strain, V7: Fiber volume fraction.
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242 HEEIRFETICHE TS5/ A X—HRA CFRP OEHE—F

ARBIERIL, N=3 ® CFRP R B f 2 AV C, BHiihs [ 5RBR T2 SR ERRE 2 3 M
D1DAT-Teb O THLD. £7, #BET WENMEMA L T aaWnWGEa) ORBRA OR
REAFERE LT, =%, RBEE 1.0mm/min TRERFICIEMEZARMNL, OFH LN
V1% 5 0.25% DM T &2 7 v A~y R&{E 1k ZH, CFRP 7 — VN OEEIR
REA BEMMEEHERE (Fig.2.7) AV CEBIELE.

Fig.2.7 Monitoring equipment.

FERLE LT, BIIEOTH 1%, 1.25%ICB W CRERA OBEREOBIZEREL T 52 LN T
& 7. Fig. 2.8 ICFTEDOOT Rz AfT LIKEBTORBR A OBEEB Z~T. WIno
SE bR S L A5 N 2 b ORHER TE N, BRTIEZORIIIELL Ty
KR AT, BUR T, BEMEOCREERAHTHY, S HIZAT— L ERRFINZRN
ZEnn, RSOWEICHL TIS%OBFRETH L. £, BIEPICT—EOOT H
RREARFF L CV2S, (RO & & ISR A IER T 2 E M R4 (KT
%, Whn, IIEMMPELTWD Z PR TE. Uk, wmibikiETh o m*E
TRMED AN E 2 S 7R WK T 5 — 05, FERMERFE Z FF D = R Uil Z~ h U v 7
ANERT 5720, EEMBRERICHEBESERFE SO TH L. 0T H 1.5%
DEMTIE, BEREBOBEPIZ—ERMEF THLIDOIZH 0D LT, EMERHEIC
Eololod, WEEE— Nl UTEBIEZITo 7. REBY72 CFRP OWIEEE— N % Fig.
29 1R T. HRT D 3 ROBHEN ZNZENR HAE CIlHERT AR Z L ez b
DHER CE 7z, BT, MW S DEENT BT CIIA T ) v 7 4 7 (figlh) 23
Rbohlc. 22T, —EWMETICBWTEREELE Z LEERIZOWTOBEZZ R~
%. CFRPZBIRMAENMMEMT 2 &, BB NI CHIERB A RET 5. 2oL x, )
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HERE T ST EE O RIS I AT N AE LS. BEEE L & It AM 7 U — 7 BNETT
B DT, AEWTAERD ORRHEI TS MGESEN A U 20, RERAFDFREICH 2 b7
{IpnT2Z LT, BINFEICE-T-LEZ L.

£ =1% (N=3) e=1.25% (N=3)

Fig.2.8 Deformation process of a 3-filaments CFRP specimen under uniaxial tensile loading.

Fiber Break

Fig.2.9 Typical tensile fracture modes of 3-filaments CFRP specimen.
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243 HHEMWETIVIZE DHIEHROHTE

/YA X CFRP OFBRBE T —&# x4 & L, K(2.1.7)TE I 112 BEWITIREE DR
HERER Py (i=1,2,3,  HEHET DL L OICEERE 2R L. B &
Wr Rk i 31T DIRIERESR Py Table 2.3 12T & & I, SMIERMREMR P % Fig.2.10
\Z7"7. 22T, Fig.2.10 FOMEOEILFEY 7 o 7RI L » TENE IO RIERTEEE
RBERDIEZHLOTHDH.

Table 2.3 Estimated fracture probabilities and average fiber-breaks by SRS and SRnS models.
(a) Analytical model: SRS

N Fracture probabilities, P [%] Py 1
1 P, Py Py Py Py Py Py Py Py Po [Pl [

2 57.6 39.2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 96.8 1.36
3 0 310 644 0 0 0 (13) (33) — — 954 255
4 0 0 0 51.7 37.9 0 0 0 0 0 89.6 3.96
7 0 0 0 0 0 843 43 04 0 0 89.1 5.40

(b) Analytical model: SRnS

N Fracture probabilities, Py [%] Py
I Py, Py Py Py Py Py Py Py Py Po [l [
2 57.5 392 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 96.7 1.36
3 0 30.1 654 0 0 0 0 2.9) (1.6) — 955 2.56
4 0 0 0 50.0 393 0 0 0 0 0 89.3 3.96
7 0 0 0 0 0 825 58 03 0 0 88.7 5.39

SREE(STEMEARAT I & 2 BARRY R B IEEER R OMEERERIC OV TR L. 2 2 TIHRRIC
SRS EF /L& N2 N=3 OENTFESR (Table 2.3(a)) ZFNTRT. £9°, MW AR i =1
CTIXRINED o0 =0 EHEE SN2, 2, CFRP NERICHEMrSAY | R4 L C bl
WCESTRBA NN EEBWT D, HWTC, i=2 Tw=0310 LHEESH, REBEA
BIED I B 31.0%IENENC 2 S H OFKKEW 234 U7k S CHEE L7, 78D 69.0% (=
100%—31.0%) OFERFIL, PEICHHERIET A 2 S0 2 7RRE T S f E 51 RmE 2 5%
JEF-> TS, i i=3 DL X, 03=0933 L7220, RIZEEEXFES TV 69.0%D H
H D 93.3%, DOFEV 64.4% (= 69.0%X0.933) OREBRFAMEE L=, 7Y 4.5% (= 100%—
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30.1%—64.4%) [IRBIERIEICH 5. FERICRINEOHEEZFilT T\ &, MR i=4
~TDEZE w=as=as=ar=0 EHEEINTZ. T2b5, 45% ORBAITZ 2 CTHAE
WEDLZERLSAZFE STV EEZERLTWS. &K, SR ETIEi =7,
DL E, ZTNETNRINEN =029 BELWas=1 LHEE SN2, T7bbh, ffEmkb
M7 AU E &I 3% R L, 7 A OMGHERRL B 2 388k 7 N ERIC B8 L C b RilE
7257 33%0RBRA S 8 RENEAE LR CETHELLZ LM RTERL. L
L2 G, KENTRERTIZ A> N O L EHEENNCT 4 v T 47 LTEY, BENZ
IEFERRIZ N=3 72572 %5 CFRP WERIC k=8 OBMEMWT A RE L T S ITZ 2. £
Z T, Table23 FTILED L 9 RIGAOEMIEHEZIFEIMFTE TRL TS, ZOAIC
DNTORYFNE, BB 245HIZTRRD.

$5NT, Table 2.3 OFEEN S SRS EF /L3 LT SRnS EF VOHEERE L kT 5.
£, N=2 T Piy= 57.5%, Py =392% L 1ZIEE CEAZ 2 L=, N=3 OHEERKRICBW
Th, Piy=30~31%, Py=64~65%C \ZEFERLMEL R LTZ. £72, N=4 BILUON=TIC
BWTHREERICHD CTREWMEZRT Z E0bn5s. ZhuE, RQ2) TR LS EER
DIFEZEBEET LS, BERERRELRIBEICHECELIILE2ERETLHILOTHL.
—F, BHEREREPICERETLSL, WTNOHED 100%IGZELRNWZ ERbns. o
L, Bk &0, PR k>>NOEESFENICT 4T 4735729, Table2.3 N
OFEIMT & TRTEMIEERERZ B4 L7205 TH 5. CFRP OERMHER D 72 W5 A,
BEOIIL DXL BEBEBER LS EAGDINDGZENHY, FREL TN D
DORBTIIEVERMELZ R LI LB DD, TN D OEBET — X o3t LEEIC
TAT AT LROBDZ, k>N+ | CHHEERESR 0 3 FtE, REMIZ k> NIZBW
TP=1 Nl-&N5. 22T, NSB3ICBELCQEEREMOT -2’ HEVEENTE D
T, k=8~9BE T au=1 %2l L7ceEZEX0ND. WTHUCEX, kB NHDLWIEIN
1 ERELSBRD LD BREMAEDERITEZVED LIFE V. 0z b &,
B/ FETIL SRS BL USRS EF /L& & ICAWMEREOWHEIZRARH 5.
Fig.2.10 {2, a1 = 1 EARITE W THE B DI EERME R Z 38R T, o AT CRIE
SN A E R CENETIRT. ENENOMRIL SRS ET AL TEHELNLLHDT
H DM, SRnS ET ML HHRBIFIEF LR2DT, T2 CTIFAR L. ZhdbER
HORFICBWTEERT —XIZ7 4 v MTHRHZHRTE 5. T7bb, 2ER
FEOWEITIIRANH L DD, ZOMEITEBELZ 90% %2 TW\WHZ b, SRSE
TNE LV SRS E7 /WL OFEOHETFiEL LCEAFRETHD LHBT 5.

29



Fracture probability Py, [-]
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(a) 2-filaments CFRP (N=2).

Tensile stress o, [GPa]

(b) 3-filaments CFRP (N=3).
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(d) 7-filaments CFRP (N=7).

Fig.2.10 Comparison between experimental tensile strength and fracture probability curves
of the micro-sized CFRPs fitted by Least square method (LSM) using SRS model.
O : Experimental strength data.
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24.4 M RORENE

Table 2.3 113 R(2.5)7 5 15 64V 2 IR S50, HHETRLTWS. Zhnh, @
TV L b, (IR N OEIC N TENT 2 EmIcH D T L R’bnd. E
7o, ZOfEIZN LRV, EFLIXFEREICRL 2L bETES. 243 IHTH~ -
9IS, SMIEHRIT I0%RE RO T, KBTI X8 HIC 1 BIREITRE L 2D L
HEND., —fIC, FEPRIRIEOBHERIC IO T, MRS X 0 K& 7l 348
LRV, ZHUTHHERT R D OIS EENERICDIE o TALRWEZD TH Y,
75 TR A T8 C A LI RHESRALIE AR C LIRS L 72 ki < B IR O & A W= ERRIC
FoTUGHEIET 5. T ORER, BEE SEEL- S CHOBM L, B S8
LINEIREIC/2 B, £ 2T, Table23 On MZYURMENE 5 1EFALH7-0I12, BT TR
FEREFRGR 2 A, MU A X —J5 16 CFRP OFRHERL T 5 00 BREMEIC S T HBRET &
179

WE, NAROEHEN O 72 DIFMERAAEE L, #RHEDS | ARkl L7 KBER %L 0, (=0,
1,2, -, Nk, BHEETHV SO LIRICHKE L TWIEERZE 2 5 &, ROE
M FTRANELND.

ao,

+ 10, =0 (2.10.1)
do
d
140y + 1,0, =0 (2.10.2)
do
d
©: 110, + 1,0, =0 (2.10.3)
do
d
§m4__ﬂN4§%L2+;ﬁé%hlzo (2.10.6)
O
d
2 1,0, =0 (2.10.7)
O

ZIT, [ARRICHRAESRE DO R A 2 VA TN CTIRES D L, MR W (=
22, 0, N) ITHEHEIS ) o OFFETR S, REWHEOBZ BB T 5L, ROLEH I
Cl S %.

—_—

Tl
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L mo
=N—- =(N-1)—
/ul LO O_Om 2 ( ) . O_Om
(2.11)
L mo™! L mo"!
NG =. . .
,U, { (Z )} Lo O_Om /Ll\ Lo O_Om

#2111,

EELS TENTE, ZHITSTRBI LR LHRWITR LD T, ZNENLLTOBIELND.

0, :(_1),-(1\.7]; (—1)j(i.}exp{—(N—j)L%(%]m}, (i=0,1,2, - ,N-1) (212

Oy =1-(-1)" _7_](—1)" mexp{—(fv ])Li(gj} @.13)

[
[

o e

Ths. Zhinb, FIREETOMMERMTAREZE L, RS, 13R(2.14)D &
IZELZENTE .

n=iQ (2.14)

22T, Q14 T MR T S B O BREEICHE S T 5 PRI E L CEHHEZITo 2.
BHEAE R A Fig2 11 ITRT. Lo NITBW TS n, (3R 1 O8Iz > THEK
L, BHHCHHEI T T CRE T 2 0T, n, IR MEREHER N IIET 5. 22T,
Table 2.2 T b AV IHEIS DT L7125 3REE OB E AR IHITRA LIz E 25,
N=2,3,4, 7126t LTENEN 0.826, 1.56, 2.59, 442 THV, WIFNDBHE D Table 3
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TR L= R . K0 /NESWME & 7o 7=, ZHURSe o X 912, CFRP Tl
BEWT A7 IS A NEE L, % OEER S8 THEVB AL, T TRE 7 e S 7%
BT 52 & CREENBRESND 0 TH Y, ERIEIHT 25 BEM SHARTIC L -
TAEMICHES N TS EEZ LY.
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Fig.2.11  Accumulation capacities of fiber-break points of dry-fiber bundles given by Markov
process direct analysis model.
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245 JAWEEXICEDBIREEDHE

243 HIZBWT, 2BERERNPREIIZ 1ICROT, HEIZRADOH D Z & 238
L7=. 2T, RIETIL SRS EFT /L& H W=z AH#HEEHE (Maximum likelihood estimation,
MLE) ([Z2oWTHEL, SonmREe LSMIIC X 2fER L T 5. 97, BERK
ZR(2.15) [RT. HRESTELT S E L big, K(2.16) TH I D ERE & fHTT
TNOEEEDOTHIETH L LE Lo) A RKIZTDHE D7 ax % LSM & [FIERIZ Excel @
VIS —HERE A o TIRE LT,

dP, (o) P/(c+Ac)-P,(0-Ao)
do h 2A0

f(o)= (2.15)

L(o)=[]/(c,) (2.16)

, Sl ORISR L 7 BT — X2 EFNN LWL BB T — 2R H HEEIC
WThH, EHERREET — X & L TRV, SRINROHELZAATZ. ZO L XOLE[T]
WL T OREEEFTHYIY 2R3 XQ2.17) & A=,

Ly (o {H (o )} {1-F(a,)}"" 2.17)

ZIT, hiFFTBbU N TWRNT =2 0ETHY, T7hbb, n-hITHU0 5 —%
BEE®T 5.

T3, KQINZ L > TELNZFEERE Table 24277, Znd, N=3 BLON=T7
WCOWTITRMEEMESR P23 1 L7230, MLE OHEEN LSM LHEILTHTTWNDH I L
Woind . EWIURIEORIERESR Pyl o 0 Th, EHIZhk=N+1% ERIZIE > T
T, EBICE IV B AKE L TR ARLND. TR A 125V TH LSM
TELNTELY 10~20%FRERE <, LSM O PR 09 BETH- -2 LA BET S
&, RURKETHD. —FF, N2 BLON=4 (I L T k>N+1 2T RERN S~
Roh, #HEME LT A0 ThHL L TES. 22T, AR LIEARELT —ZIT X
HHEE AT, FE % Table 2.4(b)ITRT. N=2 ([ZBWTIXITUIVE 4 IcBW\WT Pr=1
EWRL, n 20 Th 145 L LSMIC L BME L R 1% ERERVEMEONE. Zh
IZxF L, N=4 TIXITUIV 5428l T Table24b) 0 HHEERTE 5 L D18, k=N+1 %
EREFTDEHEN A LNT, HELFETH ST, T, N=4 DA N=2,3,7 LT
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Vi IRE\ N T2 O NS BRER A P ORI SN L 7= = L R —R E E 2 b h . EAMED
TETARFE OIS BT 7 IS K > CED DR H 0 [18], HBRA O V2 hiz o7 —
TIN5 2 ENEENRS. Zhnh, MLE OEHIZLSM L0 BIFICHETE S
OO, T=FEICLS>TIE PR 1 2 RESTHEDY, HFLLEAEICRIT TS &
TE A2V, UEORERNS, KEHFHTET L ERMAT 558, LSMBLUMLE & &
HICEM L, HEEOBEZLIMTILERSH D, TOMOHEEFIEICONTHBRFO
RN D Y, SHROFEL L. £72, fTHE0 7 — 4 5O E BRI Z2RE S ES SRnS
EFNVOBRLHEEE~OBERIEICONTHEROBRFRETH 5.

Table 2.4 Estimated fracture probabilities and average fiber-break points by using MLE.
(a) Analyzed by likelihood function for complete data, eq. (2.16)

N Fracture probabilities, Py [%] Py n
.1 P, Py Py Py Py Py Py Py Py Py %l [

2 0 519 0 (44) (158) (1.5) 0 (2.6) (17.8) (6.0) 519 1.04
3 0 422 364 214 — — — — — — 100 279
4 0 35 0 163 375 (22) (0.5 (0.1) (1.8) (2.9) 574 2.60
7 04 28 0 0 0 388 469 11.0 — — 100 656

(b) Analyzed by likelihood function for censored data, eq. (2.17)

N Fracture probabilities, P [%] Py _L
1 P, Py Py Py Py Py Py Py Py Po [Pl [
2 547 453 — — — — — — — — 100 145

4 0 41 0 244 451 (20) 3.7) (6.0) (7.1) (55) 73.7 3.32
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WY A X CFRP OFRESARNH~/L 2 7IBRICES S W T T LV ARE L, &6
BB EMBERE (BHEMEER) B L OB SR OHE - 2R, Goi
RERAYENTLEUTOL YIRS,

1)

2)

3)

4)

BT HWEGRMER (N=2,3,4,7) B2 5N+ 2 CFRP OERLES LU 5RER
ZEML, BERMET —FZINE L. TORR, BlEREENsE5 2 LTk
SREE DO EAMERR TE .

IS A EIEIR A B8 L VT E T L (SRnS €T V) ZHICREL, Mo
A CFRP OFEHEREIT stk %2 T L= & 2 A, BAAEL N oI & 7w,
RHERR T S B TIN5 2 ENHBA L7-. F£72, BEBICE S £ TOMM A KD %<
EN+1 % ERRIZINERT 5.

WIREFGG ) OHERN CTE U 2B s 28 L, Wt T A bELNDE
CHEE LT, I D, MUY A X CFRP CldkiES 1352 I B & A fElg s
W2 52 LT, HERL ORI SENEL 25 Z LRS-,

W OHETE % /N 3k (LSM) TITO &, W D O@mBET —Z 12X 0 28
EWRD N+1UT T LHIZIR LARWEER AT, £ 2T, s oHERE (MLE)
ICL YRR HEEIT 728 24, LSM L0 BRIFRHEENFTREIC 7. Ll
MLE TiI N=4 OHHEERBENRE L 2L, MRRIZMT TE%OFEE L.
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F3IE
Slik—R CYRRETICSEITS
PAN % i SRkt D B R4 £ & 52 B 5T

31 # §

IR FMEHER{L 77 A F~ 7 (Carbon fiber reinforced plastics, CFRP) 1%, mR3&Ef#ik & 21
LRI DR 2EEMEI CH Y, BE - EIRE - BRI & OB 7B R 2
BT 5. WETHE, MZE - FHIFICE CE0T, REERB & & OEERME
ELT, WAMEANE LIERLTWD., 20X ) ICERSEEME LTERSNLD L
&, CFRP [F5E—[EMCA LY AMMNEMECAEL D, ZEIG N TIZEND[1-3]77,
[FIIFIZ Z OFRILIHE Cd 2 IRFFHE D AW 22T 5. BRO XS, 2SI T T
OB O FE-CREE R TS N T S IR & < BRY, HEioM eSO 2 TFHl -
T2 Z LIXREETH D, L LD 6, RO R FMRHMED T8RRI B 2 &I
eSO 1] 5| SRR & FRE R EAE e & M ARSI 2 BRARSEAT L TR
v, ZEREICETOEE 2 L EE VBV ORBRTH L.

IHET, ZHAR T CTORBBHEDOTRETHIZ OV T, BIEEE ALY OMEAED
VIS TIZBT DM EFIDBLUTOL I ICOTNIHRTELD0OHTH L. BEEL4)E
LY Za LIREE f@ﬂ%N+%iUt/%ﬁﬁﬁm%®%%ﬁﬁkﬁﬁﬁﬁ®ﬁ
AEFOTH L OB ZSRE LT 5. £, BRLBNITI IS OMED R L Y AR5
SREREEDSSBRIN ) L B AWE I OMEAERIC L D XE STV D 2 & & ERAYICHER
L7z, LanL, ZHDIEZEIS T TOEBKMZRBIEESRMEZHALNNCT 5 E TOFERIC
IXE > TRV, EHFMMEITh 5 By FRIRBBHEIZ DOV TIE, 7 TIZ Iwanaga 5[6]
WRL VAT RREZ R RESNFICLIVBAATE L2 %2R LTz, —FH T, BED
H3& ) CFRP OFRALMEHEZ 132 < DA, polyacrylonitrile (PAN)SR R ZEMHEL AV B
TW5. AU, PAN RiflfeD 7 « 7 A2 NNOMREE, T70b 6, RENARETHEID
TERR S 2 AL T OREHEED T M ~ O BLH E NS Y T RER E L bE <, w7
M5 RIBE AT U & 22 OM B FRIRIEICEN ST, 8] ThDH. ZD LD

Y E S D L, PAN RIRFHRMEOZHIC ) T COMBERLECZ O W THERIND
VERNH DN, TDOL I BRHBEITFENMAHRY RYE 620, 61, YL EOEITH
FLT R THMEICA LY AT LD BICEIRATR A2 52 5, IEHBIARTRMEICHESL
LR E M AT > TV DA, ZHEEUNCEHMET 572 0121E, EARMRKICKHE

40



BRIER~OREBOFELRFTRETHS. Thbb, BIESNERLVISHNFEC
AEUD LD RHBIERIEHFTORR L URLNONEL D,

Z T, AW TIL PAN RRFFHEOFIIE—1a U 0 SREEFEZ Al AfaRERIc L v
B L, AR IC G2 D 2Bam O EZTET D & & b, PAN SRR ME D2
JETTIREE COMBELEIZ DN T L FT IR B A AL O THET 5.

32 EERAZE
321 REMM —HEHESAREOEREAE

HEEBTEF & L C PAN SRR FE#HE CGE L ()% TORAYCAT300JB 3000-40B, E£& 7um)
AW (LLF, PAN RZABE L, HIC REHHME L587). FERLIRBHEDS
BRFFIEIL JIS R 7608 TR SR AHE — BBHED BRI ORERTT 1L (CHEIL L 7= Bk 3R
A GRBRAS:24) 1T X VBT[9]. 72, BONTBRBEO Y A 7T BT o 7.
RO OREREE LHT Table 3.1 IR, R OERS I, REGBMEICHE L
P AT T HIE NISRT604 TERFEHE— V1 20 VRS EFEROREBRGE] [THEINT
HETT & b RICRESE CRMEREL, 2oz 7 — VR & 25mm ORBREHKIC
BT L7 b 023 BT & LT,

Table 3.1 Properties of PAN-based carbon fiber used in this study[9].

D [um] o [GPa] E [GPa] & [%] m[-] o0 [GPa]
3.56 152
7.00 o15%) (14.8%) 2.11 5.36 3.49

D : Filament diameter, ¢ : Tensile strength (Value in parentheses shows ‘coefficient of variation’),
E : Tensile modulus, ¢ : Fracture strain, m : Weibull shape parameter, oo : Weibull scale parameter.

3.2.2 fiitalY5HER
HERFIEIL, £ EMHERBR T 2 SCak[1012 28 I2ERL L 7/ NS IR — 1 U v 3RBRM
(WA RFR, v— FEAEE: 20N) ITHY ), BEEXT — % KEEHED IZ
60deg/sec DIEI CEEN S CR UV TELZARN L. ZHERENAQ LT V5 %
TITV, BIRCHET 2R L7 CAT — V& E I S ¥ CHEERE n 2 RD7-. £ LT,
WHENTE R Z AR L AT 2L T, RO n D HRCVIEROT Ay ZIRKUTL - T
HH L.
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y=r—- 3.1

2T, r(=DR)IEIMEHERAR, LI —VESERT. QU VEE o1, AW REE
O AWTHEMESRE G N 8.96GPa TH X LILAH[11Z Enh, WAL VHELE

t=Gy (3.2)

323 HHIAREEIR—1 LU HER

ARRBRL, IREFEMHECSBRB LU U W WEMERT 2RE, 37205, ZEISIT
TOREFME B E LTnD., ZORBEHFEL LU, 7, RBEBICRBRI ¥
Y b5 HNWT, ANy RO LR EEHERAT — P OEEEAFRFRFZ 2 5 £ 9 ICFH)
TR L, BIERERL Y AW IE, ZHERBAVBIETL2ETITILOTHD. =
DL xE, %%ﬁi—@@%%k@%ﬁ%%wénfwéwf,mmﬁ%ﬁ@mﬁmom

T, BRI E ZMMEER D N OHE IN W Chd 2 & TR 1%, X
@n:ﬁm%wﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁﬂﬁéz&Tmuwmﬁ%%h%ﬂﬂﬁbk.ﬁﬁﬁ@,%
STHRBR LT, REFEWBHEICE L D5RICT &R LT VISHNFERFSHEMT 5 X 51
ﬁiﬁﬁﬁt%wmﬁﬁkbk Fiz, BlIR—RAR LV HAEDTARSMEE, Mty
REBETHOLNTZRL VEROTAMENICINE S X 9 ITEE L. BERIZIE, Table3.2
R R D 3 DOFREE & [BlEREHEE O AE DY (TSI, TS2, TS3 LFT) THY,
IhODAMmEHED L ERBREIT 2.

Table 3.2 Loading conditions of combined tensile-torsional test.

Loading condition Rotation speed [deg/sec] Tensile speed [mm/min]
TS1 142 0.75
TS2 150 0.35
TS3 148 0.15
3.2.4 WHEEE

REMWAEDOMND LV EB X OGIR—R UV iE s & EFIRBE CBE L. &
SRMGHE | IR I W B SR S D & S OFERE THREBARET 5720, X TORR
A OWEOENUIIZE L R - T, £ 2 TAENE, BIERIKE 2B T /2600 9
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H, W<ONPEZHEICH L. Zb0ififErHEIGICEE LRETEEZZEE L,
FhEhoOWEE E, B, o EFmnb 74— R v g U ERREFIEK
# (AARBFHERE JSM-7000F, LT SEM &E3) 2LV 5000 (3 CHIZE - TRE L7-.
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33 ERERBLIUEE
3.3.1 mEMHEOMOULYFELESIR—HLCYEFHE

ATEI CIl A~ HEIC LY, MLV RBBLOSE—R LV RBEEZERKL, TLh
BRET — X 5. REBRARUL, MU vRE (&4 S0 L5ET) TIE30AK, BlE—
U YRR TIT TSI, TS2, TS3 @ 3 SOAMEEICEB W TENLN 30, 21, 29K TH
% . Table3.3 |ZARRER T DIV EHMRE T — & L BER[9] T 7= s | IRRER (514
TO L589) OFHHET — X 20 OrT. £z, Figl 1 IORT0-7 77 712139
TOEREZ 72y b LT

Table 3.3 Experimental results of single carbon fiber specimens under proportional loading.
(TO : Uniaxial tension, TS1, TS2 and TS3 : Tension-Torsion, SO : Pure torsion.)

Loading condition o [GPa] 7 [GPa] o1 [GPa] m [-] oo [GPa]
TOY! 3.56 0.000 3.56 5.36 3.49
TS1 3.06 0.098 3.07 6.36 3.29
TS2 2.67 0.178 2.68 7.31 2.86
TS3 1.74 0.262 1.78 8.75 1.85
SO 0.000 0.389 0.389 11.6 0.406

o : Average tensile strength, 7 : Average torsional strength, o1 : Average maximum principal stress,
m: Weibull shape parameter, oo :Weibull scale parameter.

Torsional stress 7, [GPa]

Fig.3.1 Effect of torsional stress on tensile strength of single carbon fibers under proportional
loading. O : Experimental data, @ : Average value. (TS3 data circled for clarity)
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£, RUVRBROBERICONT, Midal 0 ERE S A3 EEHE | IEHRE X (2~ TR
INEWZ ENDND. EOBREZERMZBENOER D L, KRFABMEITZE ORMEICHK
HEBHIZ IR > CTE < DIEECHENE - TWB[T7]. BIBEATROHE, WA U D8 o
ISR LT R TH D720, BRI OER SR E RIS HEFIRICR B2,
NUYAROELET Fig32 ITRT LIS, #EOFLNSREIES IO NTRA
LA REL 2D, Z01d, AUV EREZERZTLEOEAZIILD L L, ik
DRFTHNI R E K LT L2 @A R E RIS HEFIR L 720 [12], £InERER>ThA
COMEENEL L Z L REHRIND. £/, ZOEDESSBROE L, AL
VEDOIXL X bAEAHT O L EDLRD. IRICHMBEIBAD D X>>S ORRIZ O
TEET L. REFEWMEOWBREIEL, RIEFEFNANATMEBRICHS LI REAN AT
MBS RFMEEE R (Biafhatgis) &G OHBIMEN o R PR (7817
7 A) WZKBITE 208, AMELORIMEITRIEIC LD BERIADH[13]. 22T, B
g DR 141 CE B T 5 &, REBESNAMEIC AT A M OFEMESRIT 1020GPa & Hif
f A YTy ROBER[S|EBRRETH D, REFEMHMEPN O HETE B (1 Lk
FHRIOEFENE <, ZHUNAMEOE OB RFEMEROFEBICEABR L TV EEZXDH D
ENTED., —KHT, REMAOMEL T LT X5 BRI AMITRT 2 HMERIX
4.5GPa LD T/NSWMEL 5. Ll ED X 5 7 BEnfEsh OBEE 72 B HEDAM B O
05 TR DB RFME LT & JOB S AT A5 R, Hlida U0 3 K OVEERS | 3R 0> SZBR R FEEIZ 35\ ) T
RN ERH SN LB END.

Carbon fiber

ey

Initiation point
of cracking

Fig.3.2 Torsional stress distribution on carbon fiber and schematic of cracking point causing
torsional fracture.
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e, IEE—R U VRBROBRLY, REBWHEICE 2 D2 ZWMAROEEIZ OV TR
N5, Figl3 l lmRT 0T 757 LIZBTAMET —XO0HND, Al AfL~b
DI % & & BICHIER OB BRIG DR A IR T T2 Z & WHEE CX /. o2 &n
b, IREWMMECSIRWEOLMERT 556 L1TR Y, Bl E—RL YO X ilAhE
OEAR T TIE, TAMARIZ K > TEFMTRE ORBNMBEI LD & EX HNDHN,
ZOFRRIZHONT & RFBHEOWMEBE OB RN OUTO LI ICEBERETE . ko &
B, APELOHET 5 REESRIE, BEaKER 62 2 REMEREEROB M EIZKE
HRFFEL TWH[13]. THER[16]TlE, EEFEEORFWAMED 5 5R M4 4 On-axis, Off-
axis CHRIE L TR0, s & 51REO 23 AIMEMT 212 >N TR 5 2 L 2w
LTS, 2Tt L ARERIZEKIT 2 ZEANIC K 2EBOEENZ2HAICR LD
FTTIEARVD, BIBE—R UV ATRIRET CIX, RU W ERICE b7 ) MR REEE
BEEOETNAELUDZ LI » T, Offaxis & REEZRBIEREVK TN L0 Sz
EHERIND., ZHUCHOWTIE 334 THIZBW TS L5 EB8E(T).
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332 BAEMNIC& BISHEEARIT

SHIE ) TSI B Metb B O BRI C S T, SR % AV CEEI L
R E N BN 17-19]. 2 2 C, Bkt b IVRM DR B D 2T 5 2 Lk,
BTG LRI OS IS, R LV IEHOET — 4 1HREI) TESNARAE
R o BB L, (SRR AT o 7.

o =2+ (3) 47 (3.3)

Fig.2 |Z T0, TS1,TS2,TS3,80 @ 5 SORBSLMTHONT-EISNT—F DI A TV
2y NERT.

TS2 TSI

Ol TS3
SO

]
-1.5 -1 -05 0 0.5 1 1.5 2
1].'10'1

Fig.3.3 Comparison between tensile, tensile-torsional and pure torsional strength
distributions of carbon fiber expressed in maximum principal stress.
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Z T, HEROMEITTE T 7B L > TENENO REERE L RO O TH
%. F£72, Table33 ICEFUEORKREIST o & T — X EFPHHE INTZT A T AR
B m B LORERK 00 21 L ORT. Fig33 205, ERBEMHFICLVELNLTS
NFRLUEBESHRIX, WITh b7 77 ECHREFKRTHY, B -E—RNRUA 715
ME@EET D, £, T—HXDELOEEGVOIRETH LU A T AR m 1L,
Table3.3 720 bAER TE 5 L 918, BISE—R L VB ICHERMEICAE L 2L VIS L
DAL U BREIZIT ST, m DIENRKREL 2D, ZOZEE, R LY AR
I IRFBHEHEOMAHE T MR E A KT X ¢ 5 - F T, ET — X IOV TTEL2& &Mz
DNENDLHEEZOND. Thbb, BEEER TS 5 KM OEMC~TESMIC R
WD EEZLNDN, TORBEREFHEMIOV IR OLRMNH Y, 5% OREL
L7z,

3.3.3 SEM HEEHRMER

AIETIE, RBEORBEBHEOHEBEERIZOWVTHERD. S, REETI28E
TE72FBHE TS2, TS3, SO0 D 3 &HTHDH. Figl.4 oz b D FEN 7 SEM EHE %A
R ET, REAE (T300) OBEEGEMEL, T CICHRE SN TWD X IIT, ik
Hih | C HRE A EWTE T h 0, RMER I O K ME 2R AIC LT X RDBEHRICER T 5[20,21].
—J5C, fiA UV aEIE, ARERCEONI-REEEE R (Fig3.4(a) 3CE[7]DO X 5
2, BEAIROBEEIC/ARD Z LR TE 2. £ 2 TAMZETIE, ZhE TICHRERF
7RVBIIR—3 U Y MAA OIS T TORBFHE OB B 4 WA

TS3 OREE (Fig.3.4 (b)) TiX, SO MEEIE SR CTILARW, R/8A TLVE DR T
7. SO TSI DX H72L Y ZEROMEIL, FIIREALIO & DIZHA~ T A5 H
WHEOLNTHY, BESLETHRIZOFAPHEBI LS5 WERERETLHOREL AL
Nie. LinLeni b, B8 L7z TS3 OFEID L < AN EREIT O K & M A TV 2 ST
LHIEL-EEZE L T, RUVISARRKERDIOIFIMHERE CTHY, RLHO
I X D BEIEIWE R b R E SEEBIN D720, TSI IXMER T DR
HT2LEZXONDD, %R IVFEMRBEHPLETH S, Fiv\ T TS2 Ofkm (Fig3.4
(€) XTSI 2L LITEZRY, SHABEO X 5 2R EITH< Ao S, To 1TV il
Wrim ¢, AR X OEHORIEFMBHAR TH o7, SEIXENLTE /20vo 7 TSI O
EH TO X TS2 MEIRXEFOMWE CTH D Z Lond, ke Tl 22 Mrm & S,
SHOBRITM LR TE DL LHEINS.
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VU EDFER G, BHEICAET D51 ERT Y DISHHIZ L - T, BEEIZSIHRER b
L<IFALYZERO EL LOREIBEND O L Bbis.

(a) SO

(b) TS3
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() TS2

Fig.3.4 Fracture surfaces of carbon fiber under torsional and tensile-torsional loadings.
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3.3.4 EAXEIHEA & HIRBE DR

IHNETRANTE L D1T, RIFWMEO B AW S IXEES[5RIRE X (ZH~
TRIBINS<KHEHND. ZOFRED DI, RIFBHENRTEMETH D Z ENET S
o, B2 SN D K912, IRABMEOMHER v > 7 3R L 2R T7mb o 7RI KR
E<HERD. T300 261 B D L, %EIL13.4GPa TH VHIE D 1/10 12 b2 720,
Thbb, REMHEIERGEREEME CTHLEE2AL Y. WE, ZOMEZERRESHE
BPER ERET D &, 7l VI & o ThlkiEsh) o OREMER I O A ¢ 13 arctan(y) & LT
KIND. BHEROBERRFEER LV EA o HrlcsiT 28R E, 13

-1
4
cos* ¢ sin” @ 1 v
E +cos” psin 34

? { E E ? (/)(Glz E, j} S

| >
ERIND. TITT, EVIHHER T M O RBMHED ¥ o V2R, By [ TR & FE 5 0
YU TR, G X ARMPEMELRE, v IR T YU THD. KL E = 152GPa, E =
13.4GPa, Gi.=8.96GPa, vi»=0.36, &8 L&, BT 5 E, O TEIGIX 2L &
2%FRETH DN, 4l L 8%, ML & RWBRELZNFNRELBLTHZ LN
KEHPHHA LTz, ZOBRTHEE LSIE—R LY Z8S 1 TIZk T 2 515RBE DT
DESWMILT L —E LRV, ZOEERFERICR>TNDHEEILND.
LAED X5 2 BA MBI DRESRMARE LT, Rx RBESREBRES A TH
LN, KRB CIIEMWEZ AWM T RN EBE | BIREZ XA L, Tsai-Hill HII[23]
ERAWTLUTEZET . Zo5MNL, 5IRIGN—RLCVIENOZE T CIELLTO L 9

RS ND.
O'2 2'2
o 2 3.5
5] -5 =
ERLT, RRERD.

11 (22 1

R I 3.

X2+4S2(0'j o’ (3-6)
ZZTC, BlEEhERREISNEDOLTHE O & (o, )DERIZ, WATEZLEND.

2 tan26 3.7

o
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SC, AMERRRFISIE CHIET 2 EKET 5 L, KRG 7DEZRGB.OIATSHZ
T, WO X ) ICoxAEOOREE LTETZENTES.

I\)l»—

a:( o an? 2ej (3.8)
X 4S

Fig. 3.5 X2 XL THELNTZO Lo DBEREZ R LI D TH S, Figld.5 ITIEE &M
DORLYVIENDTICET H5EHEEM L @I TRL TSN, JIFERMFIC BT, %
WrkF O FR R FEIE O AIL L VIRWVETE LT TWD. 21U Tsai-Hill BT 2 b b E
JEmE ECIEERERE BFICTRITE RN EAENRT S, £ 2 C, AFETIEI R
Bi#R ax®+ bxy + o =1 (a, b, cIFEEH) OFESEZBICL THIEREEZRITZ. T7hbb,
X G.ITMIEIE (b/2)tan20 ZBMT 5 &,

6:(L+1 299, 0 J (3.9)
X? 48 2

CEXETZENTES. KGIYIZH=025FB LV bh=0.50 Z{CA L7-3HERE R % Fig3.5
PR CRT. =0 (Tsai-Hill BI) 128 LT, HATISHO@AIT =025 T/HhEL A
D, b=050 DL XIHWR—FT2ZLR¥brd. FEFCtEzBIcLTERTLEE, ML
TH 2h(1/tan20) ZBINT 5 Z L2k, KO)IE

s _
r= 12 42( ! ) + 2b (3.10)
S X~ \ tan260 tan 260

EhD. AEOEMEICE Y, G100 LTFRIEID 1% Figl.6 Ry, KL, 5l
RISH TIZH T2 C0VREICK L THRRICIW—EEZRT Z EBNHRTE . 2B,
EBRERLED L0 ICR/NZFETKGI),G.LODE b ZRD7=E 25, b=0.536 T
Hol=M, 777 ETIEb=050 SIFIERERERE LTELNE.

F72, 3.3.3 HIZIBWT TS2 A M R BB 2 BT (S R A B L7y, 3E
BiERO et ERAVD L, KRG DLVEIT 40NN TNWDHZ LI d. 51T, TS3
DANRA FNFEHE OME X IXFERIC 8.7°L 725, IO ERRKESHEOAEL LTEX
%L, Figl3d TR LEBEBEEHBOMEE L REBRDLOTIIROD, S%FM2
BAPMLETHD.

B | =

| =
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Fig.3.5 Relationship between axis angle of maximum principal stress and tensile strength
under torsional stress. @ : Experimental data.
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Fig.3.6 Relationship between axis angle of maximum principal stress and torsional strength

under tensile stress. @ : Experimental data.

53



3.35 FELBIGHIZLIHFEBRE~DEE

INFETEHEOLNIHERIZHFIAFRICE D SO TH DD, R CIEIELFIATHER b
FEha LT, RRFLTOEA L OBREFANT. RRBRIE, AR ORBREEZHH LT
FEh L7z, (ERLUCRBRA 238 BHICEY (1), fTEOR LY OTHEMRD. 2Dk
&, BT 20C0 0T HIFAARSIE-—R LV RBROBRALZE L C, BERIC
TS1, TS2, TS3 LRZEDR UV L L E72D X HICRE L. U IRREZHERF L
7o E, RBEE 1.0mm/min TERERF O 5 [5RATE — M OBRR A7 2 £ CRIE L.
EEREOSIRIG I LA L VIS 323 HER UHEIC L VRO, REBABIIS &M
SETOTHS. Table3 4 |[ZIELLBIAT T CORBRERELTT. TNLLNOBIEISIL
HBIARRBOFE R L FEO L)L L 720 | FEAR HRIC L 2 BIIAMEHI BT
FFEAEEBETELEEXONS.

Table 3.4 Effect of non-proportional biaxial loading on fiber strength.

Loading condition o [GPa] 7 [GPa] 0 [deg]
TS1 3.16 0.090 1.63
TS2 2.79 0.179 3.66
TS3 1.83 0.269 8.21

A AOIT Fig3.7 BL O Fig38 o 7oy b5 L&, EBRF—Z1IXGEHB LV
KG.10) b PRI S IR — T2 Z L0, FERFIARRBROSGE b
EEEZRT WML, ERERLEOBEMEEHERT L LN TE L.
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Fig.3.7 Effect of non-proportional biaxial loading on tensile strength under torsional stress.
@ : Proportional loading strength, O : Non-proportional loading strength.
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Fig.3.8 Effect of non-proportional biaxial loading on torsional strength under tensile stress.
@ : Proportional loading strength, O : Non-proportional loading strength.

55



3.3.6 “EAFISABRIC & S BRI IEETE

X, BEnOsEsk, 7V (17, Bk A FE[19)78 £ OEFEMEIEMEHI R R FIG
HFIZHED ZENFOILTND. ZOHE, 5IHRBE &S AMHREIZRE EWVITAD
T, ZEh SRR E S SBEERF O EIS T X TEBIRME TR LI/ T A —Z|Z
Ko THRRFENHOELSENFEIESNTE . T, BHEEZET 2B OBEESE
IZOWTIE, w705, 2 OMRFERRFVE LT Hill OFFI3ZET 510 5[24]. Hill
IT& BT EIO BHFMHEIZIBUV T, von Mises DZEHHEREIRSG M2 B FMEMEHZEH T 5
XOWBE L. &512, ko Xk 91T, Tsai[23]h & 0 BGFIERERGM: 2 E AR OIS
FRE L TEROF->T0D. ZhL0ERTIE, FISHTENEOFH KT 5
RIGHTETITRE TR L TEBLIN TN D,

DIEOBE NS, AW TIIRBBHEICAEC DI c BEL Pt Z X BLOUS &L
TENTNEENML, AMEDERFISHIHE D DENERTT D, WE, (= dX,
n=1uS LB &, EEEIRT &, 1

§1=§+ (gj +17’ G.11)
§2=§— (g) +1° (3.12)

L7p%. Fig39ICERT PO E LI &, G2 AW MBS HRE 2R, 2
BINTIE LD EIEZNH DD, BRAEOFEHEITIZE H=1 RITEVEL & 5 2 L 3bn
5. BHEMEOFEMEE 13 TSI, TS2, TS3 (2B TEAEH 0.933, 0968, 0.961 T -
o, TRV, IENETRE TR LIZEEILIS N Z AW 5 & &, AMEHIRREISIFIC
o TNDHD LYW TE 5.
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Fig.3.9 Biaxial normalized principal stress diagram.
O : Experimental data, @ : Average value.
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3.3.7 BIER—HLCYISHTIZH TS PAN Rk R DR

BEHTOR LBV, By FRRBMHE O LRI IR R FICNFHINED Z LT
TICHERR SN THEY, TIICESSBHEERENRREIN TV H[6]. PAN RRFMMEC
DNTHHEIETIORBENDS, TOFE—-R UV BENRRKEISHXE THDH Z EAVHHL
72, 2T, REBRER L BATHERO Y T4 7 VAU ZHE L TZOBEEMEERFT L
EZA, TO PAMTfERANCKRE S AL O TEY, AMEOZ 74704 & LT
BHTEDZLDTIIRWI EATERTE . 2RO EAMERTH> Th, &
v F & PAN SRIRFEMHE LTI FA T VA VR RR DL HRETH. £2T, K
e CIEERERICESE, #/2IZ PAN RIRFEMHMEOSIBR—R UV HEEEORE S
AAD.

WE, AMEHT H=1 THET 20T, ZhEXGCIDIMALTERT S &,

(5]

ETRD, TE GICOWTERT L ERNERD.
E=1-n (3.14)

ZIT, f=aX,n=tuS THDHDOT, KG.14) NOEUTOLIIZEIEES 6 ERL VIS
F1t DREBRAEZES Z LR TED.

a:X{l_(gﬂ G.15)

ZIZT, EREETHETREINTE Y T RIRFEMHEOBIEEEE O L OMEIL, AL
VIGT) t Zfaa UV 58EE S TIIAR< B RBE X ICLVRLTWLZ & THD.
UbED X S5IE )N 0 &t DBENOHE LN EZ, ERBET—% & L HICH
—Y@E ko7 m y b UEREREZ Figl 10 (ORT. 77750, XG5k D ifgITE
#5]5% (T0), BIHR—H LY (TS) BILUHIARLY (S0) DTN TOMERMSEMHT T
DIFHEET —HF EEmVBEEEE TR L CND Z ERNb0d. £7o, ZORUT o BT
R TH Y, BHEBEAZ T MICRA LY 2 AR LICGEICAE LD L LEBIR S JE
MEOBEITRRY, ARFAEZMLTRLTHLIRUVEELE LFE LRV, &5,
HEEE X SIS OANGHEEGES N T COEEZHATELZ b, K(3.15)
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I% PAN RIRFBHEOBIE—RRC VSN TICBITAMWEREEL L TELLLHLDOTHD &
HErCTED.
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Fig.3.10 Combined tensile-torsional strength prediction of carbon fiber by using fracture
criterion (eq.(3.15)). O : Experimental data, @ : Average value.
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3.3.8 ZHMBERORKRBHORKICHEOESE

FlaE— 4 U 0 BRERIC K 015 572 RFBHE ORI BIERE R O, MEIC 4 U 551885
HERTVIEHDL, ot D/INEL 2 BICONT, WEFRDFIEXEA ORI S
LY ZEHRLD A A TOVEICEATL, BRI R A IES 2 & 28 Lz, £2T334
HTILINDRRFSNEOMEEITERT 560 & A7 L, Tsai-Hill BICHHIEE 2 8% ()
DN L ST, ZEREERE o b L1t BRI HBEOBEE 0 ORRAFHIATE
HZEER LI, LinLei D, IR ORI X o TEERIEN R K FIE AU X
HHDTHHZENHBA LIS, 22T, RRFESHTHIZE ST PAN AR FEM
HED S BIRIETR L & e RFIG IHE OBIRIZ OV T T EET 5.

WE, RGINTRENDEEMEREIENZRO L ITERT 5.

¢ 2
5‘2{“- 1+( 77) }
=§{1+J1+(§) tan229} (3.16)

22T, RBDBLOKGB.16)05 28y & 0 DBERIEX, ROXHIZERED.

26 X
25 2 tan20
;s (3.17)

REMHE TR R TISAFUCHE S DT, KB.16) [T &H=1ZAL, EXBICLTERT L,

5=2{1+\/1+(%) tan226’} (.18)

D, BN UV AT TICHIT D5ERE o &R REINDEOMEE 0 ORI
TOXHTENIND.

-1

o-=2X{1+\/1+(§) tan220} (3.19)

ZORDPHEDLNDOHREARERT — X E BT 5 &, Figl 1l 0L 91725 . KNIV,
HRITWTHORGET COERBEE L L RBFIC—HT L2 L08bn5. £72, X3.9)

60



TRINDEE Tsai-Hill AITIE, 7—2 7407 4 7 2RBELTLHH00, EXTIE
B ORTFRE X, S DIH»OIERE & KRR EISHEOBGRZ L SHATE /12
BOWTHENLTWD LT TE 5.

LIEDRERNG, RRISHABUIEDSWTEE L72 G IOIIAM B ORI & &R
FISHEOBRNE LTRETH D Z LR Ehi.

@ : Experimental data
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Angle of the maximum principal
stress plane 9, [deg]

Fig.3.11 Prediction of Maximum principal stress plane angle at multiaxial fracture by
proposed fracture criterion (eq.(3.19)).

61



3.4 # =]

Ll T CORBHMEDOFIES LA SN T 5 2 L 2 B L, BHigiEREBR A 2 H
WTHHIARTBIIE—2R U VERBRZITV, FOMEICHOWTEHME - 2E2R 72, LITIZ
EONTEREZENTS.

1) HFIRMSIE—R L VRN, REWAEREICAECDEAMISHOEME & B
AR S IR (T35 Z LR TE 2. — 7, BET —ZDIELOX (oW
T, ALYV AFCL VMG SN D Z LR S L.

2) SBIIR—ALY AT T TBEE LI REMMEOMEBEOMER, Mo L v ARHI
FTHGROISHIENRE S 725 &, FI5RBIR Ok /7 ) | 2 B e BT > & 1
C 0 B 23 A VNS REAT T DRI - BTz,

3) AMENRRITICHE THIEET D LIRET 5 & &, 18RO EZFT WA OBERSM D
— O T®H % Tsai-Hill AT FEBHR & BT, HolZ ki b & ITHIEHEAZR
TR E R R Lle. T OBELEN OB O DRI, ERE L —BT
LMNCRAT L, EBRFERZ BAFICHATE /2. 2 OBEEREO /N EITIELL G AL
FIEE—R T VHBRIC L > THRER L.

4)  PRFFMAEI T BT R &M UV OFREE L L DMRIRIC R 5 7260, B MEMEMEAE
OISR im0 BT, FISHEZBE TR LIZEES Nz AWz, Zo L X,
AMBHIRREISHFRICHE D b O LB TE DGR 25T

5) PAN RIRFBMHEDOSIR—NRC VBENRRECNIERICLLEL DT 00, 21
CESWTHTRBEREELIRE L, ERT — X LOEBZITo7. TO/RBR, 2
OREREEIIS R — AL 0 AR T TOREEGCHIER O R RES DR OMEE &
BEISTRTE2HDOThHoT.

62



EI3IEDSEXM

1)

2)

3)

4)

5)

6)

7)

8)

9)

10)

1)

12)

K. Komai, K. Minoshima and T. Miki, “Static and fatigue fracture behavior of a carbon fiber
reinforced epoxy composite under combined tensile and torsional loading and influences of
water absorption”, Transactions of the Japan Society of Mechanical Engineers Series A, Vol.
58, Issue 550, pp. 830-836, (1992).

K. Goto, M. Arai, M. Nishimura and K. Dohi, “Strength evaluation of unidirectional carbon
fiber reinforced plastic laminates based on tension—compression biaxial stress tests”,
Advanced Composite Materials, Vol. 27, Issue 4, pp. 413-426, (2018).

S. Nakasaki, S. Nakamura, Y. Kataoka, A. Macadre and K. Goda, “Fracture characteristics
of unidirectional CFRP composites under biaxial tensile load”, Journal of the Japan Society
for Composite Materials, Vol. 48, Issue 3, pp. 77-85, (2022).

K. Fujita, N. Iwashita and Y. Sawada, “Evaluation of torsional-tensile properties of carbon
fiber”, Journal of the Society of Materials Science, Japan, Vol. 65, No. 8, pp. 573-579, (2016).
Y. Sawada, K. Fujita and N. Iwashita, “Effect of pre-loading on tensile strength of carbon
fiber”, Journal of the Society of Materials Science, Japan, Vol. 66, No. 5, pp. 348-354, (2017).
H. Iwanaga, T. Hidaka and S. Takeuchi, “Fracture strength of carbon fiber under combined
torsional and tensile loading”, Carbon, Vol. 38, Issue 13, pp. 1887-1888, (2000).

Y. Sawada and A. Shindo, “Torsional properties of carbon fiber”, Carbon, Vol. 30, No. 4, pp.
619-629, (1992).

J. Mizuno and T. Sogabe, “Formation of SiC in the isotropic pitch-based carbon fiber and its
C/C composites”, Journal of the Society of Materials Science, Japan, Vol. 68, No. 11, pp.
859-864, (2019).

M. Hashimoto, K. Goda, A. Macadre and Y. Sawada, “Estimation of damage and fracture
process by a Markov process inverse analysis model for micro-sized CFRP”, Journal of the
Society of Materials Science, Japan, Vol. 72, No. 3, pp.180-187, (2023).

H. Fukunaga and K. Goda, “Tensile strength of nicalon SiC fibres subjected to torsional
strain”, Journal of Materials Science Letters, Vol. 10, No. 3 pp. 179-180, (1991).

X. Liu, T. Tang, W. Yu and R. B. Pipes, “Multiscale modeling of viscoelastic behaviors of
textile composites using mechanics of structure genome”, 2018 AIAA/ASCE/AHS/ASC
Structures, Structural Dynamics, and Materials Conference, (2018).

FBHER, “REFBMEOHE & CFRP (2R 2 REEEREIZEAT 2058, Etim
3L, (1994) KR HIZRE.

63



13)

14)

15)

16)

17)

18)

19)

20)

21)

22)

23)

24)

WA ERITD, “ERIAMENME - BRRBHEE S E ORI, pp. 107-112, (2018) S&T HifR
A

K. Fujita, H. Nagai, Y. Sugimoto and N. Iwashita, “Various mechanical tests of carbon fiber
monofilaments”, Carbon Reports, Vol. 2, No. 1, pp. 31-49, (2023).

C. A. Klein and G. F. Cardinale, “Young's modulus and Poisson's ratio of CVD diamond”,
Diamond and Related Materials, Vol. 2, Issues 5-7, pp. 918-923, (1993).

M. Tane, H. Okuda and F. Tanaka, “Nanocomposite microstructures dominating anisotropic
elastic modulus in carbon fibers”, Acta Materialia, Vol. 166, pp. 75-84, (2019).

Y. Matsuo, “Probabilistic analysis of brittle fracture loci under bi-axial stress state : 1st report,
In the case tension is dominant”, Transactions of the Japan Society of Mechanical Engineers
Series A, Vol. 46, Issue 406, pp. 605-612, (1980).

M. Ichikawa, “On reliability analysis of ceramics under multi-axial stress states : 1st report,
Examination of application of two-parameter Weibull distributions”, Transactions of the
Japan Society of Mechanical Engineers Series A, Vol. 51, Issue 470, pp. 2368-2376, (1985).
I. Oda, M. Matsui, T. Soma, M. Matsuda and N. Yamada, “Fracture behavior of sintered
silicon nitride under multiaxial stress states”, Journal of the Ceramic Society of Japan, Vol.
96, Issue 1113, pp. 539-545, (1988).

K. Honjo, “Fracture toughness of PAN-based carbon fibers estimated from strength-mirror
size relation”, Carbon, Vol. 41, Issue 5, pp. 979-984, (2003).

K. Naito, “Stress analysis and fracture toughness of notched polyacrylonitrile (PAN)-based
and pitch-based single carbon fibers”, Carbon, Vol. 126, pp. 346-359, (2018).

S. Duan, F. Liu, T. Pettersson, C. Creighton and L. E. Asp, “Determination of transverse and
shear moduli of single carbon fibres”, Carbon, Vol. 158, pp. 772-782, (2020).

V. Azzi and S. Tsai, “Anisotropic strength of composites”, Experimental Mechanics, Vol. 5,
No. 9, pp. 283-288, (1965).

R. Hill, “A theory of the yielding and plastic flow of anisotropic metals”, Proceedings of the
Royal Society of London. Series A, Mathematical and Physical Sciences, Vol. 193, Issue
1033, pp. 281-297, (1948).

64



F4F
Slsk—R CYZEMHATIZEITS
/N4 X—751R CFRP 058 B 5Tl

41 #

IR EAEHERR L, " A F >~ (Carbon Fiber Reinforced Plastics, CFRP) 1%, ®:& - /558
FE BRI & OB RIS A BT 5. TE T, M- FEFICE P E LT
BREFEL BB E R S OmEREME S L CRARKIENE LIERL TV, 20 L5 1
EREEEM & LTRSS & &, CFRP IE5E—JEAME[11°51 38 — 5152, 3172 & Ol
HEDWISNTICENND. AEO X 912, ZHEhIET T TOMEOEE R E g T
IS )T EIIRE £, BEIOMBFEDORTIN O 2 THl - AT 5 2 & IXRE#
Thod. LNLeNb, (6K CFRP OFEEFHEIZ BT 28E 1%, Wik ms R0k
MEBHEL 22 07 [ AR 72 & O B2 BRSNS 2 BN BITL TR Y, Th b T
SZENRFIEIC OV THEY o 7o P e RSB, FEBR - Him & bIc o & ITE V. CFRP
DLZERIRE T — ¥ DUIVECIE L E DR e & L 8IS TR IEIC R 2B A R D 5 =
CUX, AMBIOBERASEHO S LRHIERIZET 2D THY, FESOEMEORIEER
FERCM BT O RHN O b MBERAI R L2 D.

% 2T, ARWFIEILLL B 7B S5, CFRP OIS IRED—>o & LT, BlE—
AUV AR TICET 2WEREOMALHRE LTEM L. 7 VRER & LT
D RFWHEN D72 D —F5 M CFRP (LT, ¥ X CFRP &529) B 2 HWTH|
B—R U VRBREIT, B LI-IERE T — 2 ) D ESMEHEEIC B 2 5 L& T O
WELZHASLNTTH E L BT, WUN A X CFRP D31E—1 U Y S /R EE T Ok EE
HEEIZOWTHITAREEZRAATZOTHRET 5.

il

42 EERAE
421 #uhy4 X—AMR CFRP HE& K DIER AL

BERAEL L LT, PAN Rk FEhkHE GE L (%)% TORAYCA T300JB 3000-40B, Ef& 7um),
R TR RIS (A Z—3=30, EAX A EDHE) BXOTE® R (BL
T A VSRR R A RWT, MER N=2,3,4 BI VT RS2 DU A X —
J7TA] CFRP 3B A (ERL L 7. [RBEMGE DOFERFIES L OB OERLFIEOFEMIL, 25
QE22HEITRH LD TIZ Z CTIHEIET 5.

65



422 #ixaCViER
AREBROFIEL, TN A X—J5H CFRP B %/ M5 E— 1 U v B (1L
ARFHE, o— NELEE:20N) (B FHF, FEERA T — % KREEHE D 12 60deg/sec
OESTHEFHIETRUVMEZARM LZ. ZNERBRF ARBTG5 £ TITW,
B CHMr 2R LR R CA T — VU E L S CEER S n 2RO, 2O n bl
DT ONT 2y Z R T 223, 20 & ERBA OBERIC L > Ty 2RO 5B E
En. ARERF OMHEELS FIEOH A £, CFRP OWEITEM Tl s, F2ED
Fig2 S ICR L7 SEMBIETENL R TENLDL L )IC, ~ M) v 7 RAEROKE RS
2 L0 BEIRCIZIE A SERRICES SN 5[4/, FBAFE L TR X
EREL TR, £, Z 2 Tik CFRP OWrE R 2 T PANIC A & LTAR L,
W% Tz,
2nw
7=RTE- 4.1

T, RIFEEMENOT X TORBMRERIICHELRR LV ARNRESND LB R
EEDEETHY, INEHMEREHRT L. £, LIV —VREIEZRT. SlPEE
ROMEL ZOREIMFTEL, %id 5. ALV MRE 1L, /A X CFRP ®4a L Vg
ENHEECE T D LW IEMHEO S &, RO L I AWEMESR G L3t BETO
Ty ML LCEE LT

=Gy 4.2)

Z 2T, AU IRE 1 2RO D RO R EBHGHED B AREMESR G 1, STER[5]1C T 8.96GPa
THEZLND T EnD, R TIIZOEE AV -.

423 FHMFEDEHESE

F9, ATECEM L7 L5 RBEBMEOMA L Y 0BG, ks 2 U v oEEH LA
—ET 5. Thbb, $HEmAMB L AR LILL E, TOREEICITREREAWIISS
T NHELAEL D, —FHT, Wi 2 RELEORUN A X CFRP D& 1%, Figd.l 12
TR & O ISR & EER LA~ LRV, 2070, [EERHL D HERE £ TO
FEEE x IZB/ATIC L > TER LD T, HfEREICE L D2 AMIG I L0 b SRR 65
ATl LIRS, EBIT, ZOREIIWMHEROEME L HITRELRDLTENDND.

66



Rotation
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Carbon fiber

(a) (b) (©) (d)

Fig.4.1 Torsional stress levels occurring at the most distant fiber surface positions in a micro-
sized CFRP specimen. (a) N=2, (b) N=3, (¢) N=4, (d) N=7.
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AL = nrcosf

Fig.4.2 Difference of applied torsional stress levels due to different fiber surface positions
within a 2-filaments CFRP specimen. AL: Arc length.

=

max

|

Torsional stress, 7

0 7/ 2,

Rotation angle, 6

Fig.4.3 Relationship between torsional stress distribution on fiber surface of N=2 CFRP and
rotation angle, and torsional stress distribution given by eq.(4.3).

Table 4.1 Equivalent radius of micro-sized CFRP specimens.

Number of fibers, N [-] 1 2 3 4 7

Fiber radius, » and equivalent radius, R 3.50 4.46 4.84 5.52 6.88
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KRERIT, UMY A X CFRP ICBIRB LR TV HENMEM T LK, 72056, £
HHS AT COMEFMA B E LTEM L. BBRFIEE LT, 7, findko/N 5]
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REAMER LcE %, RBUEE 1.0mm/min TRERA O55RAE— M ORI 5 £
THIE L7e. £70, &5 EH 2 Bl O AW & OB TR e T, Th
ENORIRISHZFET D & & bIT, BIREN L 5IRME 25K, Table4.2 IZAR
BRIC TN L7725 E—R L MEAWSRMFZ =T, AAHEFE, MALVRBRTES
NIRRT VBB OFAEPICNED KO ITRE L. 22T, ARBRITA LY AR
DOBIZFIRAFMZITI GO THLOT, MIEOHPFHEDFIR—R L VAR L TRRD,
BRI L 2B TH D.

Table 4.2 Loading conditions of combined tensile-torsional test.

Number of fibers, N [-]

Loading condition

2 3 4 7
TSI O O O -
TS2 O O O O
TS3 O O O -
TS4 - O O O
TS5 - - O -
TS6 - - - O
TS8 - - - O
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Bfard. £, REMHE—BEEE V=1) OF7—Z b L.

Table 4.3 Average strength and estimated Weibull parameters of single carbon fiber and micro-

sized CFRP under pure torsional loading.

N[-] 7 [GPa] m [-] 70 [GPa]
1 0.389 11.6 0.406
2 0.419 13.9 0.435
3 0.432 9.59 0.454
4 0.496 13.4 0.514
7 0.550 21.2 0.563

N : Number of fibers, 7 : Average pure torsional strength, m: Weibull shape parameter, 7o : Weibull scale parameter.
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Fig.4.4 Local load-sharing factors of intact fibers adjacent to broken fiber.
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(a) Snapped type

(b) Shattered type

Fig.4.5 Two typical torsional fracture appearance of 7-filaments CFRP specimens.

73



Table 4.4  Average torsional fracture strength according to fracture appearance.

N[-] Fracture appearance ns [-] 7 [GPa]
5 Snapped 22 0.417
Shattered 10 0.431
Snapped 26 0.429
. Shattered 4 0.433
A Snapped 26 0.494
Shattered 1 0.516
. Snapped 21 0.567
Shattered 7 0.568

N : Number of fibers, ns : Number of samples, 7 : Average pure torsional strength.

BT, WU A X CFRP OfRAYZ 2 U 0 BEEE— R4 R IEMEE TRl L.
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(a) Step-like fracture mode (b) Splitting fracture mode

(7-filaments specimen) (7-filaments specimen)

(c) Mixed fracture mode of step-like and splitting (7-filaments specimen)

Fig.4.6 Torsional fracture modes of micro-sized CFRP specimens.

Table 4.5 Effect of fracture modes on torsional strength.

N[-] Fracture mode ny [-] 7 [GPa]

; Step-like 23 0.429
Splitting 3 0.449

A Step-like 18 0.492
Splitting 8 0.497

Step-like 5 0.530

7 Splitting 14 0.547
Step-like and splitting 3 0.551
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I HIZ, T — REMEDORMRIZOWTE X SH. Tabled5 DX HIZ, FREBRFT O
BT 0BEME ETNENOBEET— R LICpET 5 &, 139 RO iRE Ik
BeRO B DICHARThTMCEWER L ez, 72, N=7T DBE TR OB &
1E ) RS OREET— RBREL T 7O L W RER, 139 SR K
DL LT VRN OEWEEZ R L. BIZ, A7V v T ¢ o 7 BIOREO R A I TiHE
—~ M) v 7 ZAFREOBENMRNZ L EZEBEWRT 5780, 5IRARN DA TIXZE DBEEN
BWEEIZH S, 7T, FEFREN S & MHERRIET S KB 2RI 0, Fipgls
EIREE L 72 B[13,15]. LA LS, ZOREBEICOWTITREGEEZ M LEE 5
BEAENEET LN I 2L —a o THENMDLATEY[L6, 17], FOHEIZHET
W& X BRI SR D OB 2 U < B X o THEHERRIT O BRI RSB SN, &
ErREET L. HICREEZBAHEE, v M) v 7 ABNRBI &R ENDH[*1]Z
& THEMHBHEEL OIG R L, BMERTZHEL<. DU EOEELHZERT L L, K
Bl CHER SN B O CFRP BB O R mHE L, FROR#EELY bENHOT
ol bHEIND.

oo IR OBIEO L 5IT, HEAEWVEIRICE Z 588 Th 5. AATEBIEBECEME SR O K
D IRIEMA B CIE = R Y v 7 ZFITER Z DI WEB RN D.
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4.3.3 #uhy 4 X CFRP M3I3E—4a L Yk

B TR A7 FIEIZ LV, Myt X CFRP OB|IE— UV RKER & Ehi L CIRET —
S . BRBRAKIIERBREFICBWTZENEN S ARE CTH D, FigdT IZARKR T
BONTRET —4, %2 B CEHZM/N A X CFRP OHEEH5 3R OMET — 4 8 L
OV 3 ECHBL M (V=1) OMET—X %20 COrT. £, ZROOFHHEZ
Table 4.6 |Z~9. =T 7 77 EIZBITHMET — X OnA (FigdT) b, 1ZXT T
DFEHEIZBNTRL VIS e B3 ENT 2% & &bz, BEROSIEIS T o MR 2 KT
HZENRAGMMNE o7, —F5T, N=3~7 (Fig4.7(c)~(e)) DAL V5 L~JL sk
FUR RIS O SRR EICE R 2 &, BEiOFERE L FRIZHANH DL Z L bR T
7o, T, Figd 8 1TR LR 0 & 5 123 Bk i (R 12 A2 U D kHERC M R 2342
UV &Mz 5 & THE8EN, BERNES Z L TihxAHETE S, Thbb, K
SEOMHRELRET 2L 01D LICERNTI LD EEZLND.

N — N —— N ——
Fiber
misalignment
// - 5;
A A
~_ |/ \_L
— — —

Fig.4.8 Schematic diagram of improving process of fiber misalignment by twisting.

ST, ALY AMICKL5IRBEKT OMEEIL CFRP ORI ES N 2 RHT58
Do, BIRWEOAPERT 2 TO DG L3RRV, MAGDEAR T Tl3Eim
SREOFBNME SN D EBDbND. RO LBV, HEMEHI S 3R AR AR T
7 EONEEGE BB L CREBIEICES. 20L&, R S Il 2R
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T 50, Fige 49 IZF DA =ALZRT LI, L~ N v 7 2OFRmICEL D
HAMIEC L O EMES LD 2 & C, M SEEN - ERT Clddhh 8 EE T 5.
VLEo X9 2SI EIEREMEIZ K0, MRHER I R OBIE & 72 5 2 L CHIRME A Mk
T5. LLAnRs, 2l v ATEC CFRP NERICIBENSAEL, T742bb, fiE—~
MU w7 ZREOIF < BESBEICE| S Z &N, +o RIS HEERNMEGE LN 20> T
NS AEER T O R EWEIND. AMEOSE—R LV EE - ERES X
OEEET D72, RERZORBRFBEZITVY, TOX S0 O X 9 2 Hih& R T CHIE
BE— R OBEWEZFEMICHEET 2 MLENH L0, ZHICOWTIAS B OMBRELE L
720,

—_—— e . ol

{ {
— \)\)E ) Q E»:\)\) —

T \ T

Fiber break

Fig.4.9 Schematic of stress recovery mechanism from the fiber break point due to shear
deformation of matrix

feu T, CFRP ORERIHESL & ZEREETR EE O BRI OV TR 2. 5 2 EITH W T,
HESRER T (TO S IRtk smEm LIcHFE5ET5 2 L 2T TICHERL
7eh3, Table 4.6 2D b5 &8V, FIER—RAUVARMT (TS &) THREREEOZIE
DR BN, N=2~T7 LiHERZENSES 2L TCRICALYVARMEZITEEZITLD R
ERBIRIGNEZBMTHZ LN TE. bbb, THILZEMBIEICE D £ O REM
HER BT AR DI Z BR L TV 5203, 2 OE BB~ /L 2 7B EITic L v 5
BRIEL TS FIFETH D.
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Table 4.6 Uniaxial and multiaxial fracture strength data of carbon fiber and micro-sized

unidirectional CFRP specimen.

NI-] Loading condition o [GPa] 7 [GPa]
TO 3.560 0.000
1 TS1 3.067 0.098
(Carbon fiber TS2 2.671 0.173
monofilament) TS3 1.736 0.262
SO 0.000 0.389
TO 3.103 0.000
TS1 2917 0.066
2 TS2 2.943 0.139
TS3 2.075 0.225
SO 0.000 0.419
TO 3.292 0.000
TS1 3.153 0.056
3 TS2 3.612 0.105
TS3 2.617 0.156
TS4 2.649 0.217
SO 0.000 0.432
TO 3.519 0.000
TS1 3.824 0.055
TS2 3.753 0.107
4 TS3 3.655 0.162
TS4 2.638 0.214
TS5 2.591 0.267
SO 0.000 0.496
TO 3.489 0.000
TS2 3.631 0.112
TS4 2.739 0.226
! TS6 1.990 0.329
TS8 1.778 0.421
SO 0.000 0.550

N : Number of fibers, o : Average tensile strength under torsional loading, 7 : Average torsional strength under
tensile loading. TO : Uniaxial tension, TS : Tension-Torsion, SO : Pure torsion.
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434 BIER—RLCYILATIZETSMNFA4 X CFRP OREIRESE

CFRP 3% OIRILIIHE T d D IRFFME & FIRRICARB R B GEME O D> ThHD. =
DKL D 72 B HAME O SRR O TRNIE S CTldle <, BIEICED F T3 & S 7ohkE
R[22 EEINTNDLHO0, 2o 0% AW TEROBIER S 4§ X T
OFLETAR TR BICHBATE 285A8IIR O 5. 2 2T, MERONREReikEL
RN XA WU A X CFRP O5[5E— L VBETRIOAI S 2 RF 2 & L bic, £
TERICES  Fi IR EDR R 2 7.

Tsai-Hill BI[20]1%, Hill OEAZZGFHEMEHI I D BEREE[19] & —FF B EMEHT
WHATED L DI Tsai LRI, BE L7 747 VA THY, FEHE ZRERICT
LTS, 0,=15,=1,=0¢ L ZRETMBETIE, KROETRIAIND.

(G+H)o’-2Ho0,+(F+H)o,” +2Nz,,” =1 (4.4)

KHFDOF, G HNITEFEEHETHY, UTOLICEZLND.

1 1 1 1 1 1 1
v ey Mty e *>

ZIT, X VSIS MR, MEMEEL ST MR, R RS T A A WS
TH 5. RBHIED X 5 2t 5 RIS TT 01 &ARMEEZZ T AVBTIE T 1o DHDBE T
2 ZHEHS A EEICB VT, RAERD.

o) 2 I 2=
(}j +[S) 1 (4.6)

AR CIHEMRMELZARM TERNI LD, AMEOSERE X & EfERE X 28
FZEDH LIIIZOEPFFITNIWEREL, X4.6)&ERMEEOBEAMEELBRTT L.
Tsai-Hill AI\Z X 2 AR % Fig4.8 |IC— S8R TRy, 77705, TSI R0 TS2 72 L
DALY A LAV EEREURWGEIRIZ IR - TUE, W OfRKES D SRR TR ¢
Tsai-Hill RS EES L CWD L IICRZ D2, LIEOR LY LULnd LY EOVER Gl
LFLHHRICRBETE WA, 22T, AEBRBET — X IR TRINDHFBEME
TR E T 4 v T 4 7 S, Tsai-Hill RIOBEZR A S.
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AX* + Bxy+Cy* +Dx+Ey=1, B> —44C<0 4.7

ZZC, A4, B, C, D, EIIFEM ORI ELRET HEHTHY, ERIZBWT, B
x=0, y=m & L, EENREFNENA=1/X?, C=1/S*, B=D=E=0D & X |2 43
s, U, R@ADNESEBICL CEmaED DD, EE 4, C 13 Tsai-Hill JIf & [k
DHLOLET S,

EC, Tsai-Hill BIIZEB W T R OEDSANRTRT 0, 37005, HEHOEIESCH OB
B2V O, HEES T I AW A AT LTEHE 124 C D057 LR BRCTEE
DENEIIRRY, AWAROWNAERIDIRW R, BIREE X & JEMEHRE X 1%
MWIPNZ EZREHEE LTV LTHD. LILAMRD, BIbD ERB0Y EgET— Lo
—ENBF TN & A B, AR CIEEECH OB E 2 £ TELRY ANTLUT
DZODIFTAT VAL OB EIToTo. —FHiE, K@) TEHRINLHEELE L H7bT,
L o Bl B2 BET 2FM, th7aR@ED L) RFEAEZFLE LizEERE & 6729
EMTH 5.

Ao’ +Cr,)’ + Do, =1 (4.8)

Ao’ +Bor, +Cr,)’ =1 4.9)

22T, K@) IERELER|D—>Th % Tsai-Wu HIJ[21]

Fo,+Fo0,=1 (i,j=12, -, 6) (4.10)

(BT, O—7 P COEIZRFTHEME OBET R 5115 KK
F.0’+Fr," +Fo, =1 (4.11)
ERFEORTH 57, Tsai-Wu BITIE, A=F, =/XX"BLO0D=F=(1/X)-(1/X"),

T72bbh, X=X'E L TWDETARPIE L IZRHEN R > TV 5.
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PLEORIZBWT B E DEZZNENRMDINT A —H L LT, SRR NOE
Ba T — X L DE/N_TT (T 4T B ToT-. Tabled. T ICFENFNDEEL LUV
A=A OF/N T FHEER S TT L L BT, Figd 810 (4.8), (4.9 X AR A=+ L
TR

Table 4.7 Estimated constants of elliptic quadratic curve to predict tension-torsion biaxial

strength of micro-sized CFRP.

Number of fibers, N [-]

Constant > 3 4 7
X 3.103 3.292 3.519 3.489
S 0.419 0.432 0.496 0.550
A 0.104 0.092 0.081 0.082
B 0.382 0.167 0.111 0.291
C 5.695 5.366 4.072 3.309
D 0.036 0.013 0.000 0.051

D OHEMITE N OBAELEDETH LA, WTFNOMEDS 0 IZEWVETHY, HEH
OHLEEOELNHEY R0, 1 RBICHAT HMET — X LR TR L
KA3)DHHRZHEI L T, 2L VAW L -ULIE W EIE 2 {87 T X TV 720 8 T Tsai-
Hill QI & SIZEEDLLRWERE R oTc. FLZ ol ETBEISE THEOR WY 1 v
TAUTETINIER—R LV DL RE 4 BROMET —F LMNEBETHDL EE X
LD, THIZOWTITRBRAEORFT b EO TEHOREL Lizvw. —F T, BIC
X274y T4 7 THLNICEHRIE, WITNO NIZBWTE BHEg[5E (To), 5lE—
ALY (TS) BLUHRLY (S0) OTXTOMEAMEKET COMET —X &L EV il
EMETTZ NN,

ZIT, B> 0 OWHEEWRIL, EMEAW T CIESIRAWTI AT VEMENLY
RESHBAIND Z L ERELT 5. —fXIZ, CFRP WEIDOREHHEREDE®T I v 7 A
MEHE, STER22)Ic TR BN TWD K91, ZoBHEIZE SN TN TH 5.
BHEICEERSIRISANEL L X, HOBMICL YV BREBRNEZS. —FHT, &
AWTIE N DE C 556 ClRB R R £ OB M DI 25 VI Ko TEML AR S
N5, By X7 OFERIZEIY, FABISIIC L 2 8ZHERIH S H[22]. EHIT,
FAWE N 2 CRHE CEE R MG IR FRICAE L 556 (EfE—7al v Am)
T, By 7RANEMIZEVES< B Z itk sTREERIIBTONS. Uik
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DZ LD, Figdd IZRT KO ICAME S EMfE—R L0 AR NI\ T, Ml v
Ex EEAEENETHIND ETFRIND. 5T 5L, /N _FEHEEE B PIEDHE
LD O, BFHEROLRL LT, ERICGEZY 5 2WEBR S A RKBL T\ DRI
BWTHZEMERLS BOTII/ARNWEEZDLZENTE LY. £z, RFETIEB>0
Exolehy, ZEhSIE—BITRATM FIZEIT 5 51 CFRP OFEIZIT B<0 & 72 o8
[2,23]13& 0, [FERO—F T D CFRP ThH o> THAMERIZLY B OEY 5 5555
B LITBETRETHD.

LS, BHICo-TEEDO Y 747 VAT DiEmICE VL, [EERIE B &
BATDEE L2RREIAZRBOEHNELRY, c#BOMHELZELS, 2FD, ALY
DOEHEEH PN L > TRALVBEIGEVWNEL DL Z LICR2D. L LARRL, Zhifo-1
T DTN TORR TR B OBIEBERE R —>OFEMIZHE S BifRO b & THDY
MOEM CH Y, AFROEREEET DL, BIIR—RUVISHTZ2ETE | ZRICE
WTIE, BTT 4 7 4 7 LIeR@A)BM N A X—J5\ CFRP OREEREAE L L i
L7 DTHDH EHWTE 5.

Tension-Torsion
o 4 A (Present study)

r <—1—
2 4 Compression-Torsion

Fig.4.9 Fracture behavior in compressive-torsional loading region predicted by proposed
tensile-torsional fracture criterion. Note that the coefficient “B” in the rotation term of Eq. (4.9)

is shown for a positive value.
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4.4 # £l

RETIX, L85/ T TO CFRP ORERERMEZHA LN THI L H BRI E LT,

DD IRFBEHED D 72D —F5 M CFRP R Z AW TCEIE—R U VRBREEmL, =D
ERICOWTEIHE « BEZRA. UTICEONZARZERNT 2.

1)

2)

3)

4)

M C 0 RERING, AWFIED L O I ERGERHES N=1~7 O TIE, RO
(& BROMNALTVREOHKBLREDITL X DD ZHEIE L7z, ZHIT N3
32 LR £ TOMAMERET 2 L0 BRETE, 510 1 ROMHEICBEET 2 e
N2 720, ALY AR X 2 HHERIT N A U7z & & OBEBE~ OIS EF O
BRI NS D TeblZeEZBND.

AUV ERES ORBRFIL, BEERR (Step-like) 38X TNE S X4k (Splitting) @ 2 fEH
DIHEET— RPFERTE 2. Zhbid, SIRME TR O AR R EE— N &
FERTH Y, 2LV ATMH NI D ARME O BAH IR 5 RIS KB TEL 5
ZEERETLLOTHLN, ZHICE L IS BBRIENLETH 5.

FIEE—R U VBN G, CFRP IZMAMNT 2L VIESIOEME & 12, SEREEN
B LIz, = HFTNRZWLEOIFE, RLRALYEAEREE X THEIEBEDE TN
MR END 2 EPHERTE 2, T70b b, ZIUTSEAEICE 5 £ T RREHER
Wi AL OEMAE B L TV AN, ZOEENZRFHEIT~ /L2 7 @RI L 45
BIBiEE L T AETH 5.

AMEOFIE—1a U 0 i EEEh I, 163k 0 B MM B ORES D —>TH 5 Tsai-
Hill Bl CIEHSIZfBATE RV, 2 2C, il IicAA kiR E b & B H
DBEEBRE LT BIEEREARE L. FRCEEREZF T HELEN LB OND
BERARIY, EREEFVEGEET L.
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51 # &

WES OBRBERIEIC T D R OBE® A5, SDGs A —AR > =2 — kT I/LOERICH
FIBY M PEFRT D ey, REMMETRILT T ZF » 27 (CFRP) ICRE N D%k
EEEMENT, £OET XL F— - BRIEAFRKBORICHENFELN TN D, A0F
ZECIL, fFRAY7: CFRP#EA D EFO LV —BOIKE RIEX T, BAEMEIIFRE L OME
BT A, DEEHEN G722 —F M CFRP (UM X CFRP) ZE7 /L&
B & LT, TOMEGENEL SIS T COAEFEEZALNCTHZ L 2BE L
To. RERSUEE S ENOHEI SN, TONFEZEEZ LICENTLLROLIITRD.

FETIHERM CTHY, RS RE L CURB BRI 7 2F > 7 (CFRP) BET
2 REWRFFEE A B OFEZE T ~OISHBNM ZF L7=. F£7=, CFRPDI L7 5
A OFL RIS T UIE USSR 2 5, SREESHEME & SHls HEIc BT 538
FEEZHICET AERDOFEZ L Ea—L, U EEEEXZAMEO B L ERICOW
Tk,

52 BT, /A X CFRP OFE A D~ /L3 7iRICE S Mg e 7 L %
RREL, AMEOEE - BUERE (BHEME) I X ORI S 2 OHEE - 372
Rl BONTHREZENTLLUTOLIIRD.

1) B2 DMEREHES (V=2,3,4,7) DB 25U A X CFRP O L O [RERER
EML, BRERSET X ZINE L. TOMRE, MEREENsE5 2 L ToE
SREE DM FA MR T E T

2) ISHEESEERE L RWERETET L (SRS T V) EHT-ICREL, B A
X CFRP DMEHERIWT S50 TR L= & 25, #ARHER N oBinic & b7, Ty
TRMERIT S BTN 5 = L SMIBA L=, £/, BEEICE D £ TOM A D%
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