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Modeling of the effects of progressive anisotropic damage on the elastoplastic
behavior of metal matrix composites
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ARTICLE INFORMATION ABSTRACT
Original Research Paper The aim of this paper is investigation of progressive damage in a metal matrix composite lamina using
Received 01 May 2016 coupling of micromechanical method and continuum damage mechanics viewpoint. The

Accepted 11 July 2016

Available Online 14 August 2016 micromechanical method is a representative volume element- based method known simplified unit cell

method which possesses the capability of investigating progressive damage and plastic behavior in the
representative volume elements. The studied damage is isotropic and anisotropic based on continuum

Keywords: X . . . . T . N

Matrix metal composite damage mechanics viewpoint. Composite system under investigation is Carbon/Aluminum composite.
Continuum damage mechanics The matrix behavior is considered as isotropic and elastoplastic and the fiber behavior is transversely
Micromechanics isotropic and elastic. The fiber arrangement within the matrix is regular. The matrix elastoplastic

Anisotropic damage behavior model is included as bi-linear behavior and solution method is successive approximation

method. According to available previous studies, Silicon-carbide/Titanium composite system is noted
for validation and comparison with experimental data. Also, the effect of fiber volume fraction on the
damage progression routine is studied. The results show that by increasing the longitudinal and
transverse loadings, the damage variable grows the fiber direction and perpendicular to the fiber
direction and the axial and transverse Young's modulus decrease subsequently. Also, the results prove
that in longitudinal loading, considering anisotropic damage, damage progression in the fiber direction
is more than its growth, perpendicular to the fiber direction. Whereas, under transverse loading, damage
growth in perpendicular to the fiber direction is faster.

Jo nlpls wils ollas g (g5l e aiile ulio jo (g0 0,8 dodo -1

Jo )50 (50l (e Lagh 5 0052 51095 0 (pols sl Sl lag ] eolall 358 (S05d 5 (Sl Lelss S a4 (o3l atee glacyjepelS

Please cite this article using: “amlod odlitw! i3 &yl 5 Wlio cpl @ gla ] sl
H. Mohammadi-Roknabadi, M. J. Mahmoodi, Modeling of the effects of progressive anisotropic damage on the elastoplastic behavior of metal matrix composites,'"Modares
Mechanical Engineering, Vol. 16, No. 8, pp. 65-74, 2016 (in Persian)



G39exo Sl M;GAQTOI) [CRVX O PgIIe

G5 diso) Sldrss Jgrols SuinoMagiuVl JUB) 23 139,59 3l pa 8339 pabing s T syl gl S0

> ool 590 (SilSlag ;oo gy wZamsl 00y DI 4y (g20e (sl g
Joe S a5 [30-27] wmsb s Tousiosls amly Jsbos g, callin ol
slaytislug; 5l Cojorels (A5 L8 a5 09 (SilSag Soe (o
0a ool uxly Jokw Jao 5l st sulad oo gl y5eil o] gonias LSis
5 sloatiblo SLIT LI (o318 ane) slocjpels 18, (i St
L oad sl (slaa jpalS SISy Sl )0 (rizron
ol Slsd sl eolawl b [31,1] ol suis eolitul 0,5 slogsgib
50 1y ol W, g8 oo amg o] Sl oEaua b o] LSl g Jaw
255 oyt el e

b ol o] gtinny iz a5 caigled oz Lol S allis pl jo
23535 )8, b ) of 5o BLII iz 5 Sadlygna¥l g g gl L3,
o o b oy 5y s B0% o o by Sty e
sl bty jleslainl Ly g 9,5 oo )3 (2050 6,150 cod S0
Sl 1 il (65 iy Ay sl SilSe olF0y8 5 00 o0l 4l
S5y el 052s 5l (36 S e 5 sl e (55, b
SlSe ol 0l el 4 .8,5 o 5 cosy 2 850 e5le S Jgoe
Sled 5 oad ool 0oy Joho gy Gupms <950 (gm0 2 Amigey o]
3 gbie ol by 99 onl Bl (SsSa il y3 9 98,5 oo ol o
235 o0 oy @l s el

Qs g o T S0 S8 -2

5] stln (1) Al ©j90 0 0 (25 5 T ge 55 0 alad

1-D M

[5] g5 o0 s 25 (2)

o=

Ao — Aefr
D=—— 2
= @
ol 1y S colue ol 250 5 ol colie (558 S Sjgo
JRYOPVOv [N S 1 PRI [ < PR PRV | givie B | I B IR SN
S el Olsion a0k & w00 28 4 £, Sl Jpio askad
[B] 5551 e 4 (3) alayl,
Ep

D:]-_F (3)

osle sadol Kb Jodw E g sl 5l Gy KL Jgow Ep o jo &S

ot ol ool yiie gy sl 25 (4) 4l [5.4] g2l 55 e

Y

dD = de? (—2)° (4)

Y 58 Jsles Smdly 2,5 6P sl glayialy S 58 ol o aS
15] 25850 a3 (5) ke, silas

2

Oeq 2
JE(L- D)3

V e Oy Jolas (55 Toq «shol Gloias (Sl 0 o] jo &S
ool Sl rizmes bl esle S Jse B ppulsy oo
[[B] o5 o0 ooy (6) alaly g sl el

dD = |deP |(—§)s (6)

y= (1+v) +3(1 - 20) (7] ()
eq

" Simplified Unit Cell
®Equivalent plastic strain

8 oo 16 055 1395 T () se Splke wiice

G o) glacyjorels 5l el LB colizul gl [1] wilass 5 1,8
[2] el (559, ki Lo liS )b g blpd yo lag] Gads Julos
o Laca jamalS g5 ol 0 oles 5 ohnl el ool ulpls
plosl slatogiy 10 [2] 5,05 8 w050 ilisie slas, 1S L
Pl de Slocnl Sl anl (318 ane slacyjoulS (g9, 48,8
Y e (Sl aslsl )3 59,5 o0 18 o) 2 9590 AV iz (SHS
IS 5 el 5 et 3 e o 1z [B] 0 e B oy 050
Jole G el cpl o die) 55, Gl oy jamlS 10 col
3 o5 (8] sl e S sl b el 55 o 5, e
3 6ok 4z g5 0590 1S g 0l & lae (g0Mwe 1958 Jlu o a5 Sla i,
51 [6-3] il oo Mgy o] SlSs olF s ol 428,513 i
slacojeals o cowl dlos 5 bl Jilae J> glp oBous oyl
orizad 5 [9] (S il Blas o [8,7] 5l il b Sl
5 20..3_?[_35 aslol 50 [11,10] il oud anlai_wl 0,5 ol o cnSlss
Sl g Joe o SilSeg 500 oo Ll pien [13,12]
Sl 48,5 15 (s 2 3590 HLSen 5 ezl Lag i Loy joalS
Sl Amgy il Sl B9 (gl a0 8 5l (6l 50 [15,14]
ol ma ool JISul ol (sl prio 3l ool aSIl> o el lgio
3 S59melS Slg e (59, Awg ] Sl 0 )5 puizmen [16,5]
| piia o 4y (6,935168 gy ol 50 [1T] sl a3 )13 ) 0590
O S il 38 L g eai o)l eole (ol Lajly, jo a5 gdm oo iy yaS
U gy ol o5y Sl 51 (S5 [4] a8 oo oy Jolae Siidl
1048 lassS an il cawl ol plKie sole plSovil 1 o]
sle el s sl askad i glakais jo cowl a5 oKin ol Jos
[5,4] 05 o adl el 51 a5 il Jgho aile ol

@oasie [21,20] Ll 5 [19,18] (soue (SilSog So sla Jore
wlisee 6,35k Lulpd con 38 99 SlacajeelS Euly (i S
5520y Jslos 5 slalyial slp oo ool 0 &l SilSo 5 5>
(G034 ool ul.._.a)_@ L GL.L';LT g;i“lg*'j)i“ 6LQ:JAA )‘ odes 05;
o> loll samain (slailsinl sla Jas o aiis by jsmselS awain
L sl b oals ablal 55l alaiie b (SLT Jols o 50lS (go0iles
el alaio s sy Jsho sl 1 [22] ably o sg il alaio
o Slge b ot ablol Llete S| ol cueels foniile oz

. . 5 . . .

o sl (35, 5 [24,23] 7 Jsko (B9, il (bt 50 &
Joe Sy i amly sl gla Joe o5 By 20 52 [26,25] Pacily
s5-Beany [27] 5o 5 0y Jslows sy sy 2 (Sl (SilSog oo
Joe el adl Lsly, el o 45l (6315 dio sl o jomals 5, anlllas
52 45 551 Jsk 4 el S s s0lo stsles ez cylodl ¢ SeilSiog Seo
05,8 s [27] oloso JoSKitS aine Slge 1y aky g SLII Jolis o] 5!
@ lizee byl i cood (5518 90 Sy dlee JLB, uytes jo Joe ol
5 =75 sloosls Ly a8 3 slowl sla v lacl 4y az g b (6 l05 1

! Continuum Damage Mechanics
2 Voyiadjis

% Unit Cell Model

* Representative Volume Element
* Method of Cell

® Generalized Method of Cell

66



S39exo Sl MsgéhToI) [CRVE O PSIIS

SIS dino) Sldss Jgrols SuinuMagiunVl JUB) 23 139,59 3l pa 8339 pabiny s T syl gl 30

o0l oolw walg Jobw o9y 50 o5l wYolro -2-3

e o0 28 ol Jolu ;o 23S 5 (15 Vgl polie Slislme plxil 6l
O 455 e eanled ol Jloy Glo il 4S dgd e (2 eizee
ey a S 5 Sy S, [30-27] w8 i bl ook JSls iy
Axil oo XY 2 Sloz 50 sanle olall 59, (5,5b (i) (ore slo s
olro jlaiiws CujeelS IS 5 Jlosl slo iis ylos adly ;o polie o)
oledl 530 50 Jlesl )5 sl pas g sl jo S5 slo s Jolss
[30-27] W o ey (7) abasl, ool

c

z oita; = S,L,

ZZbaa =S,L,L, @

Jj=1i=

i Jolw slm X sbicaly yo (Asls pis 0 Jlae sl ol 0 a8
IML’LSA

sslome sk 99 ;2 St pola s o o (15 Jolss 51 (8) abu,

a;j =q. L a>1)
11 _ (} - 1) (8)

_i_.,_ I m_q_u,, obodl S i ¢ oo loagY alS Jlasil 5,5 L
Wl S Gl j0 d) o slasho e S g90mme pln S
[33-31] g o)y oo (9) akal, 3o oy
c c
Z a;elt = Z a;
i=1

& = L&, (>1)
Z bl = Z bed = L&, (i>1)
=1
€”=€z (i>1, ji=1) (9)
&S oo sl ly
ol (9) aly 5o ay SVl 5 25,5- A5 abaly 09l a8,

P 4+ qUAT + E}ij + | :i,j (10)

S 0 s sl ol S Wb aes diw)

gl = §i
i AT o 5yl blailc o | igop sl SY T o

B e Setdly (135 a3 oy e 5 Sxdly 15 Jlop e oo
alige Cuwd & ey 9593l sladshe sl (11) sabl, (10) el

1]
&) = g-loy —vi(oy + ;) + aAT + P 4 qeP@)
i
e = [0 —vy(of + o) + VAT + £ + def®)
i
g” = E_[GU - vy (GU + a”) + dUAT + sp(u) + dgp(u)
i
(19)

1] 505 e Jwb (12) dm.b (11) 5 (9) 5 (8) Luls, <S5 L

8 g1 & g 1 8 'J}
E R oJ —V;i0,
{Eil X Eij X~ Ell Vil Ej ij“z

i=1
+am£“”+d£““}a«e§m+a%¥m):amea”aAT (#1)

a;
VUO'y E V,laz

67

Ml.)‘sﬁ deP o9 ).:QLG.Q |d€p |4S

109 S0 Jho (w2 -3
oo 05l usly Jobu by bus b -1-3
So a4 ol SesSay Sle a5 JUl sl e ladae Cue
45 29D a3 S LS 4 (g Sl oY (njeelS slaojle o K00 4Y
oo 6N L 1 86 a5 ez o 51 Sy e e glap sl
WO e amy (feyd Ao |y Gl Culbes cye 0 b glasias 9,0
b = Jo slaghs; 358 (omyn e Sge 4wl 4Y e B8, alnly
51 o sl gl el Gy g ol Ol i sty Sl ey Jskos
b 2 o Sty Gl clls ot senls o 1) (S oles s
O (5SS Jold osiuled ez Gledl sl oo osiled (e ol
Sl i s ede ol e SLedlbl gals Sl s 55 5 oind IS5
Gl Jocs ol 55 [80-27] sl ool lslons alS (5, oasls
a5 Sk o azly Gee 4 el oS sanles ez ol LSS
L sl Y by 5o o oe s Lot sl X sl 50 (T Jsb o5 o0
A ply Slogass (nl Jsbo 5 € Ll X (gl )0 Slagndis slaas a8l o0
o=l sl s ML Y bl o Slop s olass (o omes 2Bl o0
@ Jate SalS job 4y ane 5 S Jae cnl po ol oo Bl Slopeds
osanles glall gla sl J215 p3 olmle Slints 5 Wsd oo (25 o2
Dgdse oS (b

S 5a ol ocie ghls X sbil) 1o Slopuds adS dlis ol
iz 5 B sl (sobpans 0975 aSb o Dl Y bl 55 Olorns
S azgi b ane 53 SUI (o e @8 ;Blite da Ul (6 2515 0920
ol oo ools lis 2 Sy BLIN ez

b
b 7
L,
b 7
1
1; a; %
< > fiber
L‘_ matrix

Fig. 1 Geometry of the cells in the representative volume element
odiles gz Lol jo ba ok aain 1 IS

AR AN
N

N

NN
TRV

|
|
[
[
|
{

Fig. 2 Fibers arrangement within the matrix corresponding to square
regular distribution in the representative volume element

oanled ledl o ansey 1o BLII (o jo plaie aujes bliie ol T2 s

8 olads 16 053 1395 LT LA Asuice udid



G39exo Sl M;GAQTOI) [CRVX O PgIIe

G5 diso) Sldrss Jgrols SuinoMagiuVl JUB) 23 139,59 3l pa 8339 pabing s T syl gl S0

O35k 5 [8] ool yeyS oy j5eals 0l szl ols> 1 Jgamr
[37] pwlissingle)s

Table 1 Properties of the C/Al [4] and SiC/Ti composites constituents
[37]

pokis “jit’ el 2 i

(4523) L) (axe))  (SU)
107 409 72.4 388.2 (GPa) Jobo Sl Jse
107 409 72.4 7.6 (GPa) o, Sib Joss
0.3 0.2 0.33 0.44 b gy S
0.3 0.2 0.33 0.45 s ey s
0.5 - 11.7 - (GPa) Swigs sy
910 - 286.7 - (MPa) ous s

s Sl s b aalie 13 o S5 31 33 s Sy
Jose az e rizen [33] cunl in 24% sp0m ope Sb g
3 Slon 85 o 4 Lol a5 45,5 5 s it s 8 Sy
o 5aalS s ol allie jo [33] sl 1S53 e cas a8 5 LS
A5 st Jlail b e LS a5 SL ool 55 D50 Slai 0 )0e

A0 53 o 55,5 5 )5 sloe 5 5550 4355

RV VORNBVN JTEL o[ 9 L VERREL H LT JU GRS R gt
2 b ol 8 0)50 e o (sl Sl 8 5 550 Ll B Cead o
&:J&aogd.g'ojo&eéb»‘stle;)s)O:{bu)|09>dd.gww‘

90 ygo il Gy alaly 0gd o anslyy ] S99 b dlwgy o]
4] sl e (15) aal, &jg0a IS I 0 025

{qll} 1 {0-11}
O22(= 022
g ) i (15

4] wliee cowsas (16) abaly & jg0) (25,5 (25 aladl, Sales 53 5
{011} 1 {/1 +2u A A &
Op2p=7—-7 4 A+ 2u A } &5,
o) 17D A cavzp (e, (16)
5 (16) alal, 00,5 osSn b Jlo s aaY ol g A o] o a5
oolitusl pizman g (9) dolre [Silag] 53Kl o o 13,8 0,00 Cowdas
Lo a5 ol 515 9,50 Y spzma (55 0 (12) 5 (8) 5 (7) 5 (4) w¥oles |
Sygo A w] as L5'Jl> 3 .0)91 Cewddy ‘) MT 6L®]M 9

4] Ssi 0 Dol (17) alaly & 90 45 ¥ olas sl g 5930) et

@1 K11 Kiz Kiz)(ou
Oz2¢=1K21 Kzz Ki3(1022

033 K31 Ksp K3z3)\033 (17)
RS (18) abal) &0 4 [K] Ol o ple al o Q] »as
4] weie
4 1 1 1
K1 = + + +
9(1-D;) 9(1-D;) 9(1-D3) 3(1—nDy)
2 2 1 1
K, =— - + +
9(1-D;) 9(1-D;) 9(1—-Ds) 3(1—nDy)
2 1 2 1
Kiz = — + - +
9(1-D,) 9(1-D;) 9(1-Ds) 3(1L—nDy)
1 4 1 1
Ky, = + + +
9(1-Dy) 9(1-D;) 9(1-Ds;) 3(L—nDy)
1 2 2 1
K3

T9(I-D,) 9(@-D;) 9(1-Ds) ' 3(—nD)

8 oo 16 055 1395 T () se Splke wiice

r
by (&0 P +def )by (D D+def W)=y (o) AT (i#1)
Y1 vi 1 vi 1 1

jzzl{_E_llgil-'- E—:;GQ-E—HG§'1+E—:;O‘;,1+E—HO‘%1+—O'”}

+Hey D+l eV +defD)=(o-HAT (i, )
(12)
Slamss cpmon L g adolas FeHr+C L (13) ackal, olKiws ol ol
Wl oo Cawds EY gpze

[Al {0t mea +HBlmn {ePhna? de} )={Fhmar (13)

sl o L a{Fhadod el 5 LD

sl e N=3 X (rc— Juldepalm) sm=rXc+r+c¢

Cs SIS 5 o o & aily Wl (l o o ooliial az bl

ol 5 0ig),S5 cYolae olfiws o jslitey el s T Faigs

S olyes 2 [35] 2 Jlsie 85 by, sl el & 4755 L owipd

o 4ty LS 4 ool aSyl 4y dgs Lot e ooliial P plem o ol

Vsl watbise | 5358 w95l ool L oS e cul 53 SN sl
[36] wiibion (14) alal; & g0 il oo SUIN a8 la ol 4 Lo e

_ A oy o,
EX—E—TD'X—VTE—T—VLE—L
& =io' % ﬂ—v 2
YTEY TEr CEL
& =i0' -V ﬂ—v X
z EL z LEL LEL
Ex=E =ErE =E vy = v = vy =y (14)

up‘? 50.,\.@301...‘..‘ T uw.vdul 9 ‘:J,.la uol? )ibl.o.l L g"‘-l*)"‘l as
o S Jysa Er g oo Sy B Jioe job 4 ke
il

S gmls” £ -4
200 b prieglllinyS Cujsrals adlllas 550 ol Cujonels s
Lot @) Jo uls anglio sl cmimmond il o 30% S| oz
ez 2 PR @l pog res 5 4 arg b elRill mls
9550 33% S| oz w0 p0 b pslislanl)lS (58leas Cojapals ([37]
1 dsozr o bowsnels (ol osijle lizl plss 0S50 )8 azss

el 0als ools ylis
cils anld @ arg Lo cwl 83 0hle el o
WY 0y o g Vb s g Les o a5 SUI (o3l e slacyjonalS
yshr [40-38] wloe 5975 ° oo 3 & Gy yme aieg 5 Sl o SU
Js 4 (o [A0] anlioe 3529 4 s 50 4 Sles (slajls cnl oee
sloslitul cle @ cpgd 5 dine) g Cas SU (m oleend S9h g 1Sy
3 olabl oz ads anld o 0 Cosl B Ll glaiS,
ol 00 o0ls 4L [39,38,33] o 4o g Cughs 51 o cowlio Ll
a2y 0 5,k sl 5 Cajoesls S Jpas 2 Slas 6 51 S 5
b &b bl (o0 G)35)L) azy0 90 b (Jsb (5)55,L)

! Hardening

? Successive approximation
® Von-Mises yield criterion
* Transverse isotropic

® Interphase

68



G39exo Sl M;GAQTC,I) [CRVX O PgIIe

G5 diso) Sldrss Jgrols SuinoMagiuVl JUB) 23 139,59 3l pa 8339 pabing s T syl gl S0

ol 5 el Lol polos o8 (Sl (sl (1057 5 laged 4 JSS
Oezen oo ol 1) aBbioe O9Fenl 5 ©Fsnl e Ojpe 4
L ogdiee plonl o) S92y ol &5 (b 5 (Jobo (29, b slamalie
9 2355 caml Ll 90 50 (sl &5 005 0 e B IS o o
] &5 Al @ S g 005 QLS 55 GRS ogel g igilned
Crownd jd 4l ialS Jlade ol il a8l pals ms Jlade o)l 0g2g
Sl Al )3 G5 ke el omie G35 loge Stdl
10 30, =ALAMPaL caslply 005 3939 cam] S > 0 Jloges
0, =3309 MPa o jlais onl Gyl yf 5 9l caml 252
BB e Ly ol D579 50 (25 (20l e (alpls il oo 2alS

RO e Y
5 ol OsSekew Cujeeels NS5 Joges S S0

450

400 |

350 |

300

250

o, (MPa)

200

—e— without Damage

150
----- ®---- Anisotropic & Isotropic Damage
100 | SUC 20x20
- —a - GMC [4]
50 1 —=8— Anisotropic & Isotropic Damage
0 SUC 10x10
0 0.5 1 15 2
& (%)

Fig. 4 Aluminum stress-strain diagram under uniaxial loading with
isotropic and anisotropic damage and also without damage

5 ool el Sl o a5 b od riaegl] (25,57 5 loges 4 S
ol 35 5 izmen 5 09 il

3000

----@--- |sotropic & Anisotropic damage (Cr/Al)

2500 I —m— GMC [4]

- —— - SiCITi

2000
—a&— Experimental (Sic/Ti)

1500 f

o, (MPa)

1000

500 |

0 0.5 1 15 2
&, (%)

Fig. 5 Carbon/aluminum and silicon-carbide/titanium stress-strain
diagram under axial loading

b oo el S osSels 5 peteoslllonS (ST Jlosed B S
sk

69

K33 = ! + ! + 4 + !
33 9(1-D;) 9(1-D;) 9(1-D3) 3(L—nDy)
D = D, + D, + Ds
" 3
1= osle ol (18)

T4 &l oo comsas (19) abal; &j90a (25,5- 5 by ol o
011 Lyy Ly Lis)(A+2p A A &1
{ffzz} = {Ln Ly, LBH A A+ 2 Hes,
033 L3y L3y, L3g A A A+2p) (g8,
(19
Y
[L] =K (20)
ool Jo (L3 Ws) cpgignled il ly cls axg Wl
Sy on oolil (6) alul, 51 (4) abal; sl & J5 0930

rWylx-6

G a Camlas gl (g)loged Jo gy (i yo SLST gl ]
530x30 20%20 .10x10 3x3slacdl> 51y 3 Ko 40 .l 00 o
sl S Jgie caily o GLIT Lo sk 30% o5 > s 5 50%50
Slaei b Jo a5 09 o0 (6 S a3 KD 0 o b el oals 5l
2 Gl 2o ) 36l o Lz bl o ile 5 S5 20120 oL
Ghaolin §.038,5 o a3l e dalsl 10 a5 9 54 lo JSo e ol
St 655k 5o Ly 0isS (oo w5 (ol g, b aid S O 90
L Jsbws 20%20 g5lm ousslad coz el G allin ol jo sl SIS
5 ((Job caz) B g o (Sl )b cos 30% BLII oz oy
548,58 21C (slas 13(( o258 ) Sl 2 dg0e Lz 5 s
5wzl a8 5 L (inngl]) ain) o Jsbo plas a8 3> (gl Lo g
ol 45 Sl 0 yaizmas loads 2 ySeial sl o (cuyomels) )5
P9 L @l 9 95800 (omyp SOb Jgie Dlpis )00 3929 4 (59,
5o smslie Jsbo

190

170 |

L 4
L 4
L

130 |

E, (GPa)

110 |

90

50

0 500 1000 1500 2000 2500
Number of Elements

Fig. 3 Variations of the composite axial Young's modulus versus
number of cells of the representative volume element

Sl Sla b 31085 5onis s 13 Saipeals s S Jpon s 3 S

o.\.:.lLQ.i (T

8 olads 16 053 1395 T LA Adice udid



G39exo Sl M;GAQTC,I) [CRVX O PgIIe

G5 diso) Sldrss Jgrols SuinoMagiuVl JUB) 23 139,59 3l pa 8339 pabing s T syl gl S0

GRS Ll L a5 2l 72,4 GPa Il 5 e i) Lo sk dan
Jode ialS o ol asin 8 JS j0 a5 ok Hles cal o0 2alS
et ol osdiee i Job (555 Gl s S L st b SSL
ol ol Gialidl by s, 4, g el ol Lo,s Sl Cand o
e Gl Bl e
5 peieegd S cejonels Jsb Sl Jouo Shals i, 8 IS
5 s L amse ol b )5 5o | ponleilnllS sl
35 weienllonS Caipedls Job Sy Jyse 33,5 e et 8 S
Jade 6,08 gyd 5l 8 el 30% GLI sexs> aoys a5 -
E; = 14715 GPa 4 ol inl3l L a5 oog E; = 167.12 GPa
2 PN 55 CajaelS b S Jpte e oS
ke )55l £,5 3l b ol 33% BLJI oz oy a5 >
ol L &S eop By = 209.92 GPa
oSk CujeeelS KL g waile LialS By = 157.65 GPa
E; = 198 GPa asl ke olls alislel mls sl pomilisilagl s
ot aiied wiregl] sk plad a5 o wiils 5 Sl ol s o

4—.’9—:—“"

Olell o ol Gl L g eogr ol Loy ) Kok Jgde Sl
piegl| 53 SOb Joue gy i 5lbioo Al St oo ouiles
aby 9GNSk ar e S8 amd Glios peiedll S CaiselS s
Sebee ym pw Kb Jode (1ol W9, b Bl el

5 ool S g 0 ol e i Wy 4wl
gy 9 JSs 05 e atloyy meteedlln S CusnslS sl st
oL T BT SO L R e =)
S o cdo Lansee Giuled | 00 w9 sl g & 5 eiesl i S
% Job SN 5 ] miie 0By Wy &5 3550 5T 9
G ol kg = 2% Job S 0 5 osdieggybe =044
I SISk Gl el aie SRl g a0 D = 02536
ol 0 dlie 55 sk Jko b g5 ably o Cei, Ly 5
250

200

150 4
g
g
o
100 4
coee@ene Cr/A|
50 1 —=— Experimental SiC/Ti) [37]
—a&— SiC/Ti
0 r T
0 05 1 15

&, (%)

Fig. 8 Variations of axial Young's moduli of carbon/aluminum and
silicon-carbide/titanium composites versus axial strain under axial
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Fig. 9 Variations of damage variable versus axial strain in isotropic
damage under axial loading
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Fig. 10 Variations of damage variable versus axial strain in fiber
direction under axial loading
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Fig. 15 Variations of the composite damage variables versus transverse
strain in longitudinal and transverse direction under transverse loading
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Fig. 13 Carbon/aluminum composite stress-strain diagram under
transverse loading with isotropic and anisotropic damage and also
without damage
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