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Vibration Characterization of Cross-ply Laminates Beam with

Fatigue Damage

T. C. Moon', H. Y. Kim', W. Hwang , S. M. Jeon” , D. W. Kim", and H. I. Kim "

ABSTRACT

A new non-destructive fatigue prediction model of the composite laminates is developed. The natural
frequencies of fatigue-damaged laminates under extensional loading are related to the fatigue life of the
laminates by establishing the equivalent flexural stiffness reduction as a function of the elastic properties of
sublaminates. The flexural stiffness is derived by relating the 90-ply elastic modulus reduction, and using the
laminate plate theory to the degraded elastic modulus and the intact elastic modulus of other laminates. The
natural frequency reduction model, in which the dominant fatigue mode can be identified from the sensitivity
scale factors of sublaminate elastic properties, provides natural frequency vs. fatigue cycle curves for the
composite laminates. Vibration tests were also conducted on [90,/0;]s carbon/epoxy laminates to verify the
natural frequency reduction model. Correlations between the predictions of the model and experimental results
are good.
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Table 1 Material Properties of USN 125 Type A

PROPERTY VALUE
In-plane longitudinal modulus (E) 120.3 GPa
In-plane transverse modulus (Ea) 7.63 GPa
In-plane shear modulus (G2) 3.36 GPa
In-plane Poissons ratio (v 12) 0.319
Density (o) 1.50 glen®
Longitudinal tensile strength (Xr) 2.2 GPa
Longitudinal compressive strength (Xc) 14 GPa
Transverse tensile strength (Yr) 0.0021 GPa
Transverse compressive strength (Yc) 1308.46 MPa
Ply longitudinal shear strength (S) 0.226 GPa

* :experimental results
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Fig. 1 Configuration of specimen for fatigue test.

oftt
Rl
B o
).,
i
>,
o
g_‘
2
_l
o,
o
32
T

Table 2 Material Properties of [90,/0:]s laminates

PROPERTY VALUE
Extensional modulus (Ex0) 61.49 GPa*
Ultimate strength (u) 84565 MPa*

*:experimental results
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Fig. 2 Curing cycle for USN 125 A Type Prepreg.
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Fig. 3 Schematic diagram of the vibration test set-up.

3. 2499

dutxos JTaEFS ¥ JE AR ERAR HSH

Ax(E/E9 BE 74 E=

(D=1/2s,5= 37 FE Aot BAe o&3 &2 A
¢

Ex (n) = Exo(l e CD) o)

714, EMNE 48 2Hd @4 AFn L=



4 FHA AL FER-ANE-AFL-PEA BEEAMRBEH
&80l gg W9 BAAFeIT o= YL Fo)A Lo )
2
AE 4% oo, FE WE DE FAHY HFL v Uy =5 KOy = - (Ko,) o
F2EY £4E AR F28 WOl 3 o) | . (
A 49 9EE A2 832 BE AW 2PAY= F27
N BA) 299 &4 JHE B @Hs) 714 Kowe @hol 9= 29T 3, Z 90° 3] F
UHAL AT WE T SV YBEE A AR gqr sag gusn 95 K F2w 2404 U
AA4 48 79 U= BeH Adaslz g E _ I
& o]s»)r Ze e BYsits Ao dg =R oy 2T TFT € ExE A7 00° 9 ¥FE, BA4A
Z€ vt AeH10]. o8 Hoz B eI 2o} Folth. wet @ ol s7b WAUTHE, o WAL
o GBI} HEHT 00° FolA WHANUH o) Wkl T
dD =% Ze Yy Yoz yehdoh

= /(@ s D) .

A71N owmt A2YY A Fo) S, VL E 3
2 AllE £8 Ut 4 ()% Allg & N g
AEg a4 @ Ugs g 2o

_ 1 dE (N) “flo l E_‘(N)
CE dN E, @)
4 39 9T Yoo £42ae A8 A9 A
9 $s) A anE Foor 25

24 A; B A5BY 00° SN T Qols

& n#3 B ‘3}‘4 FdYo)7} s+852 Zr13gd m
23 R o4& AR Wy FI T
2AE = YA ¢ @HE} FAY Zolol Fi},

SW 26U, +2G 1,55 @

4714 G &= 99 78 93 J& oux 2L Y7
WY oluA #E(oritical strain energy release rate)o] T,
Uss 38U, & & 90° 29 Friolth Fajal W
ZHldlA #Fol Zl’dﬁ% Bfol A8 Ao e Jojn,
olwl (H2lE g3} gt

.-é‘Ud = 2Gct905S (5)

FGo] YE B9 90° ZolAY vy AP A7 @
oA s g3t 2o,

U,=- (Ko—mx)- 7rs2(2tm)
2E, @)

FLZo)t sl s+8s 2 AP, Mol W
f3e ge3t 2o

oU, = ay, Ss=- (& O} 275(2t,, )5
ds 2E,, ®)
oA, At 2282 4 5)sk A @)l siN JA @
A AWE G& ogn Zol 8 Pk
(Ko.mﬂY) m = Gc
E,, ®
H2AYY B, A2 90 F9 gdUoldl W 43
€2 Paris lawol] ]3] t}21} Zo] RHY 5 Y1)
ds i
= = 4(E,G, )
A714 48kme Ag AFoln G 92 5L we

A4 WFIURA AP EZAH 90° 201]/\14 a A
Swd BN ER 4 (9)9) B2 by BHE g
3 2t

90 —
—ns=G,

E, (1



F14% 5 3 ¥ 2001. 6

L EFAR H2ns 554 5

714 §¥ AZL tpE3} g

(12)

AN, Ou 0. = 227 H2AY A ststs HAdist
Ha SeEgolth B ERoNE S8y RE0./0.)3e
0052 F2 AFL FPsAUct A HZ AYdA
She 4 (1208 ol 43td g go) @A

1

S920 EE(KO-mm) 13)

w4 (3)E A andl dgsd 2= G
Zol ueha 4 itk

= ohes

1
£ 2 E, (14)

thA] 4] (14)2 2 1oyl digstd Fsk Fadold
it AFELS U3 2L 2oz FEE = U

dN (15)
o714 A (15HZREH F2E F AT AHL FH2 3F
2 23 gE 43 BPAR A3Re) AA FILo) &

27 22 FP2 TG 5 YTHS]
da
N « (07,.2s) (16)

ez 4 (164 #E 4FEL dE€dol9 2 5
of miglgtte R oy ST AN BYE 7dEY
U2 74 A4 ug 23 d483HA Zd3 A
EF AA 4 dole 748 LX vz 4 (16)—
o531 Zo] vEd $

(o)
dN D 17

2 @8 A ()2 AHgsd 24 Astst 9=
23 ol B4 A%e Foz

4 ane
AtolZ Atole] A=
ehd < QUTHs).

1 dE.(N) _ C(

2
O max

b
E30(1~EX(N)/E.'0)] (18)

Eo dN

474, Copbe P2 AP FAA Tl e A=
Argoth Bz WYL FAA T CHbpe oYt
q AL 4 (19 e ge oz @)

E.(N)

1.58
22 1-127.31x ("—) x N°2
E, Ey (19)

it oz &4 Z A AR WHY T £
£ ZA3sEd SRA8E T A4 FAAY AAAAS
o & AEE Lolop et T AA &£4Fo]l EASE
t BYAE HAEHdA 4 F9 FAE
gt s =237 dT7e F2 79 2= AR &
A< dehls 8424 HAEEHdAT. 98 dFE F
Ryder ¢} Crossman®] A|¢t3t &4= e 2w EgAE 3
SHolA 90°F9 FW3d dAFY FAE 78 dED
9 Ay gezA BEsed o 48 b 2]

AN 2R $£=

E,(N)=E,(0)[1+ AD] @0)

4714 Ex(N) = Na9] 92 Alelge

P3G wAson, E(D e &30 gle 90°%9

71 F 90°%

A L\ﬂﬂ‘:—] ulel o] A EFAE HZ3o] tiF
H2A8 A 2719 % AL A 90°Zo) Mg =
#Fdo] AujFg oz veidth oA ZA A EFAS
HEPS o]lBx 7} Zo| g AFolaln sHAEE 0°F

o BAASE FAE & Jon 7P glen o



6 292232 23 AR5 2HR BEE G AR R
i e _ _
2716 A2 Add BID PRl F F AR I 4 e wgaa Azug agx A9 Ao,

2 (199 EEAL At 90°%F o) M9
9g Ogs 2ol 78 £ 9

ARA} B

(o

158
max % NClZl _
E\ro J } EO

E3dAE H5Ry IF
qaHoz Aez] AdAE BqA
74 (effective flexural modulus)o] thEt AR E
ol FHA Ase:s 28 EAE HFRE
(stacking sequence)®} Z+ &9 Ao wel &F 3
27 gEojd}.

B AT 8% du P48 HE5BR9 3
2oy 4L Adoll FAAANL FAY
W A9 g HAe BEAF D Qome

E(N)=2E, 1—{27.3 1{

Aw

Az

Bernoulli-Euler ¥ 733 &4 7{}(perfect bonding)©] 2}31
HEE W ERAR HAFEY FE G FAAL &3 glE
A o2 2ol Yehd 4 uHi2).
/2
Z(E,o) (z-z.)
(22)

A7NA ke HFRS FAm (B e &40 gt
SR BB x B BAATOIL, ne F9 % ol
o LE FRRIA JAA @349 Aol &

M9 AFRE Fol BAo2 AR 59 27 A%

o1 £¢ FAV} BRE 2Yslmz $F5 3 AAL oA
e ge Aoz THPHT

8 (23)

W BEAE 50 o|2oRRE A Fdo] &5

olg3le] A@ BHAE HEn 7
o3 2ol vekd & Aok

E,MN1I
T ml

Zi

fuan=L

(24)

EXNI mi L 247 3 34, B8As A%ne w9 2

ol% A ¢ Yololc}.

B ERA vz &4 2L AeE o ey sHo
2 z7]e) &4 9029 mA FAZ A% B4 AR
T 27 FU A% wun 2 £477E A
ATk (&, 059 BAL s FY) o] A uh
AES ga 2de gy o

dfF(N) _ A[Eeo (00 J'{ Ol J
dN E;(0)] 1- f2(N) @5)

4 4e AF DRAFF A Abolol Be e 2

A BA BEE mlao

— E_(N)
2 N —~ X
SN E (26)
ol¢l Zo] zy)d LG AW BA Fgol B &
49 F8 8Qlojlm2 ERAZE HEW J2 FHe 1
FREF T4 BAE o] §5l9 &3¢ & 3ot
4. A3 9 nF
54 P2 8FE v A% EFAS HER Ui 3
TEd A - =2 Alo]Z(normalized stiffenss fatigue

cycle)d] F4& 279 4% ZAAA oY, ha g
A AstEe Z4 99 a8z vixges gg AR
TS ZAAS Y 2ol Al 4902 UE ¢+ A

E dpoMe (=2 &4 x7d 9 £42 2A #
dol g ARAS Y-S HSn FAAS ] wt
H AE59] wge o8 golrna o

dutgdoz dEA AMMZE T300/5208 SH/ZA] B
A= ois) A=8F 03, 39 01 2 AR F9
T W0Hz2.Z 71et S 243N 3= Alo]g 5008 WL

[0/90,], A EFAS AF A 9059 749 A7}

g 2=

¥ 68%°ll ol2x UTHI]

uweta] B =R A o] 22 A FIEE QT &4
Ao old 4Eg WA EF o)A FA Al vk
A Y o e REd nfA%5 Al o



H4% 5 3 3 2001, 6 Azede e AT SPAR 43R AFEA 7
FFE 2se AE A shed Aok % A9 AR o2z dF8 A ol &

olgdlM TE 4 (19014 CIF ke T sk 19 &42 90059 EA U= Ao 90°54
o W2APL $A7U0 Fig 42 FH2AFA g Ao EA Lol &3] A= A oldAME 0°FIM o
S8 gun Z [90/0;), AT EFAE AW FFES 29 H2s5e AURE 5P gro APgko] =

0.7(591.96MPa), 0.6(507.39MPa), 0.5(422.83MPa) o dis] 2]
(19)2] gwo] AA27E HF HAZAF A dolHE
Uerd RAolth Fig. 4914 zZH S50 w2 HEHH
dlolelol] il H A R4 (least squares method)S ©] 83+
e cd pE FEYT o A2 47 14618106,
3.75440]t},

z719] &4L 90°%F

o 2a Fdo] 9% BAAsEE=

Ao 2HE 9% ZAAH F A A3 FE B 2B
3, Ex(N) & gen gk
18
_16 L
_14 N
_12 -
510
_.8 I
0 591.96MPa
i 507.39 MPa
4T A 422.83MPa
-2 4 L L -
4 5 -6X-7 -8 -9

Fig. 4 Regression analysis for the fatigue damage
model of equation (18).

1.58
E,(N)=¢, [1 -273 1[%—} N°‘2‘:| ~c,B°
x0

@7
3714, En>0Q Aol a=1/4, c:=3/40], E»=0% 7
Lo ¢=1/4, c:=00]t}h Fig. 5 oz &3 FHA A%

BA% 4 N ATHAY HE ¥ A4S WIP A%
olt}.

Fig. 6914 Fig. s71A 2% 92 £4¢ 4 2PA=
42p9 nHAES o5 AT AY A $7H 2

A ke e ¢ 5 ek

Fig 67 Fig. 89 3534 4L 1f 1EF T4 4
AT N FEHoZ BAE o] EAsE d, oA

9029 Aol #38 278 He AFL YR

.‘Q‘ flo

grom, 90°F¢ A Fdol ¢ds 2WHE A olF

A @A &4 7170 el AEE wish gl ﬂi Aol
Zol /R4S 90°59) 2 FRIYE FE, 0°
2o A 293 449 I 59 0P &¥ T

Eghos Agsy) el 9%
Jepkga @ 4 9k
SR B S
N ARE ZA02E 470
Hgol AR FzEo B2
spol A Vehdoz

x7) &3¢ JEE TES

Sgko] 2¥uR 2A

°
©

0.8

Normalized Mogulus

- = -0- - - Extensional modulus for 0.7
—— Etfective flexural modulus for 0.7|
- = =0- - -Exensional modulus for 0.6
0.5 | [——©@—Effective flexural modulus for 0.6|
== =&~ - -Exensional medulus for 0.5
——&— Effeclive flexural modulus for 0.5)

0.4

o 1 2 Loa(n) 4 5 6

Fig. 5 Normalized flexural stiffness of equation (27)
compared with the extensional stiffness for three
different stress levels.
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Fig. 6 Predicted natural frequency reduction for 0.5 stress
levels compared with the experimental results for
three vibration modes.
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levels compared with the experimental results for
three vibration modes. '
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