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Abstract: The impact damage area of fiber reinforced polymer (FRP) laminates is the main characterization
parameter to measure the severity of damage. In this paper, the impact damage process is divided into four
stages according to the damage evolution characteristics. The energy threshold of initial delamination damage
of FRP laminates is calculated based on the spring-mass model. Then, a set of control experiments are used
to determine the change rate of damage area with impact energy. Finally, an empirical estimation model of
impact damage area is established. The impact test data of three different materials are selected and
statistically verified in turn. The comparative analysis shows that the prediction model has good prediction
accuracy and is simple in calculation.
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Fig.3 Comparison of C-scan and simulation area of 5284RTM/U3160 specimens

%1 5284RTM/U3160# #1E 1
Table 1 Material properties of 5284RTM/U3160

E,/GPa E,=E,/GPa G, = G;/GPa G,/ GPa Vi = Vi3 Vos
116.32 8.4 4.57 3.075 0.15 0.3
X:/MPa X./MPa Y= Z;/MPa Y.= Z./MPa S, = S;;/MPa S,;/MPa
1413 993 43 184 172 102
o/ (kem ®) G./(Nemm™") Gy/(Nemm™) Gy/(Nemm™")
1600 0.52 0.92 0.92

%2 5284RTM/U3160 B & HAEE S
Table 2 Model parameters of 5284RTM/U3160 laminates

BHRIE &,/ EORIFNE 2208 Ad/

I JEE /mm 2 4 Nome (CPomm®
[45/—45/0/45/90/0/45/0/—45/45], 5 layup-1 3199.7 61.93
[45/—45/0/0/90/45/0/0/—45/45], 5 layup-2 2973.5 135.99
[45/0/0/—45/90/0/—45/0/0/451, 5 layup-3 2700.7 160.82
[45/0/0/90/0/0/—45/0/0/45], 5 layup-4 2535.3 183.38

Pean R A Pron o (R AT 3 0 B R 2 40 B (E a0
KESPIR.

Tk £ B B AR B /N layup-7 78 12 1R (3R 56
b E X IR B B0k 99, B a S 0.2, TN 25 1 5
JE U 5 1) S 2 R R 22 A 5% 6 BT

R 4 150 00 (L 9 A B 5 B — 5 o 1O LA
T oot R B DA 3 4 LU AR B ot
B, T B 43 O 0 15 22 A K, T A A
X T HE 2 B 1 B R T R — R

(3) T300/QY8911 )24t

T300/QY8911 41 # v ifi € 5 % 45 B H
SCHR[37]. RS 200 mm X 140 mm, #1HE 1E
IR SC, % R AAT T e HL e R L 45 3
B SR B AR I 3R 7 R .

BB B &R B /N Y layup-10 76 13.75 T F Ay
5 B HIE 1 S A ORE X B 250k 32, AR A T &5
5 by 5000 49 (L 0 AR o 3R 22 3% 8 T o BIIE
5 5 5 149 (1 A R X5 2 N AR I A1 5 )y
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3 5284RTM/U3160 #1435 15 i
Table 3 Damage prediction of 5284RTM/U3160

g ?Efjal/‘?/ffﬁ'ﬁﬁ ?jﬁzﬁ?}jﬁﬁ%}{/ W AE/T BN ‘ ?ﬁiﬁiﬁfﬂ/ mm’ __ ;{:ﬁxq?;%/
: mm®J ") R U A %
X AR ZH 4.93 80 24 8 1551484 1526
layup-1 4.93 80 21 3 1362+24 1286 5.6
18 2 1274444 1189 6.5
layup-2 5.21 93
25 8 1664+36 1840 10.5
layup 3 - o7 21 2 1553+21 1501 3.3
22 8 16554201 1598 6.1
16 2 1174+11 1022 12.9
layup-4 5.68 99
20 10 14594176 1418 7.0
F4 T300/914H BB 1
Table 4 Material properties of T300/914
E,/GPa E,=E,/GPa G, = G,,/GPa G,;/GPa Vi, = Vi3 Vos
140 10 8.8 3.2 0.31 0.48
X+/MPa X./MPa Y= Z;/MPa Y.=Z./MPa S, = S,;/MPa S/ MPa
1521.8 912.8 24.5 181.8 352 128
o/ (kem ™) Gy./(Nemm ") Gy./(Nemm ™) Gy./(Nemm ™)
1 600 0.2 0.5 0.5
R5 T300914 ZEMMER S
Table 5 Model parameters of T300/914 laminates
il 2 0y Hi's  JERE/mm SHNIEE £,/ (Nemm ") F KNI EE 2 {4 Ad/(GPasmm®)
[0,/45/—45/0,/45/—45/0/90], layup-5 3.0 500.3 68.17
[0,/45/—45/90/45/—45/0,/45/—45], layup-6 3.3 676 83.72
[0/45/—45/90], layup-7 3.6 895.2 45.04
[0/45/—45/90],, layup-8 6.0 4142 105.05
[0,/45/—45/0,/45/—45/0/90],, layup-9 6.0 4 033.5 294.04
F 6 T300/914 #1445 1% Faml
Table 6 Damage prediction of T300/914
gy 0 1A ?ﬁ%?ﬁﬁﬁ(%K/ WebEE/T R B 45 H A/ mm’ AR R 22/
HwW,/I (mm”J™") O] T %
Xf HR 20 3.34 99 12 3 856423 857
6 3 396417 337 11.5
layup-5 2.85 107 9 3 8854222 658 22.8
12 3 11524195 979 16.5
6 4 327483 311 14.2
layup-6 3.22 112 9 2 772420 647 17.2
12 3 9924+114 983 5.38
layup-7 3.34 99 9 3 676+40 561 15.4
layup-8 3.38 117 12 3 961469 1008 7.5
layup-9 3.06 144 12 3 1062+52 1287 21.9

£7 T300/QY8911 E &M RS
Table 7 Model parameters of T300/QY8911 laminates

RARRIEZ ORI 22

2 i JRBE/mm k,/(Nemm ™) Ad/(GPasmm®)

[45/—45/0/—45/45/0/—45/45/90/45/—45/45/0/45/ —45/45/

90/45/—45/0/45/—45/0/ — 45/45] fayup=10- - 2.95 izl 16.74
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£ 8 T300/QY8911 # #H5 1% Fiill 1
Table 8 Damage prediction of T300/QY8911
F e o =K 45 T AL/ mm”® KR
gi 403 1A wﬂrfﬁzf / AT - ‘ i ] _— piil Tomié/
W./J (mm*J™") R SRR %
X IR 2.37 32 13.75 8 362.2+48.1 364
6 4 190.2+33.8 116 39.0
8 4 2144414 180 18.7
layup-10 2.37 32 10 4 231.34+31.5 244 7.5
11.25 8 361.5463.9 284 19.1
16.25 8 386.9463.2 444 8.9
3 i T 5 W R 2= S N S RE A PR A E At Tt
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