[ %1t (Journal of the Society of Materials Science, Japan), Vol. 67, No. 12, pp. 1073-1079, Dec. 2018

E7N
aff

X

HRHE D 53R E 21T 2 R RIC IG5 D FR S DO AT

EEOMET BT A B
Jhb ATET R EETT PR

Intensity of Singular Stress Fields of an Embedded Fiber under Pull-Out Force

by

Nao-Aki Noba*, Dong CHeN**, Rei Takakr**,

Akane INoUE***, Guowei ZHaNG** and Yoshikazu Sano**

In this study, an embedded fiber is considered in matrix under pull-out force. Then, two intensities of singular stress
fields (ISSF) are discussed appearing at the fiber end A and the intersection point E of the fiber and the surface. The
analysis method focuses on the FEM stress at points A and E by applying the same FEM mesh pattern to the unknown
and reference 2D models. To analyze the ISSF at A, the body force method solution is used as the reference model. To
analyze the ISSF at E, the reciprocal work contour integral method (RWCIM) solution is used as the reference model.
Then, the two ISSFs are compared by varying the fiber bonded length [;,,. When [;,, is shorter, the singular stress at A
is larger than the singular stress at E. When [;,, is longer, the singular stress at E is larger than the singular stress at A.
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Fig. 1 Two-dimensional pull-out model for partially embedded fiber.
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Table 1

Mechanical properties.

Matrix
Epon 828

Fiber
E-Glass

Young’s Modulus
Poisson’s Ratio
Dundurs parameter «
Dundurs parameter 3

Ey=33 GPa

E,=75 GPa
v;=0.17

—0.9071

—0.2016

MM 5 .

KU,A‘I‘ KJ,A‘Q‘

é' A* 709 oy (ry) = B S
T

V% i ey _ Ko Ko

2[2 ox" (1) = rzl—/l‘} - rzl—lfz‘
Ey,v

\1/\1’\1’ \1’\1/ @@ o) (ry) inFig2(a)'™' o« of(r,) inFig.l.

E E
K
Ex _ a,lll‘: + 0,1123
o:"(r3) = 1_JE 1_iE
T3 1 T3 2

(b) 0E*(r3) inFig.2(b)*** o« gE(ry) in Fig.1

Fig. 2 Similar singular stress fields used as reference solutions.
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AWFZECIL, AIR%EFEYE (Finite Element Method,
FEM) #5723, FEM JEMEILEE A v v ot g X
BT D720, FRRIS 15O S ISSF & TEMEIZ ke 5
TREATH>TWD. bbb, FH LIS ¢ 1910,
HRFNRE & FLUERTRE 2 U A TO A v v o X H —
VA C FEM fiffT L, R & EHEREO FEM &
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BN L. 22T FEM IS HOOEICER TS0
%, AT EORRZENTHIE S FEM I /) O LEOE A
V¥ 2 DRNUE S TEN T 5191970 Th 5 (#
k@ Table 2 ). KR ISSF 1%, FEM &0
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a i) 1019 cR< Eb LV (iR Table 2 &[H) =
EDD, AR THWDMRINETEE o ik D2uE
T HLBIE DL RS LN TE D,

Fig. 1 IR L THELET DMHEDOS & 0 2 kotET
RS, EEOEBL L LT 2 TIRET 2 R E
FET L 20720 % ATl A Ll E ORI DY % 3%
WT 5. EEoMILEHEICEWET L E LTHARREST
L 2D H G TH DN, FOMITIZIE, EHIROT A
DAEMRE 725 2 LTI T 2 R BIEOBR LT =
DLFENNEL 727 1,12, 2072D = = Cl%, R
Epon828, #kHEII N 7 AL L 2, Wit SR, Wik
HLGAMR & % 1y, HRHENE D = 21 um, BIAHI3EMERR A &
T5. 22T, B Epon828 xR 7 =/ —/L AF
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Table 1 (27~ AHFFETIE, Fig.l ORTEIZBWT, #k
HEHLABS R S, 22 b &4, A, S EICBIT5 ISSF
EEgmd 5.

AWFFE T Fig 1 1ZR T 8L 9 7 xy JEIER = H WS, y
D7 T AAE Dl 7 AR Y L, x J5ANERHE O BT 1A
FIMT 5. ml3 i A0S0 x HFHEEE rldS Anso
y TR, nlSEnS0y FHEHTSH 5.

Z 2T, Figl O A ORI ST, Fig.2@IoRd
B HIZ & 2 T ARAE O A A* DR RIS LRI Th
5. 2 2 CiE Fig.2() OREEO R #1350 58 < ISSF 1T,
R AL TR U CHREREOME & LTV 20,

AR AR RIEEEAL, ML T oM %
i Z & THBND 2B, 22T, y=a/2Th5b.

(a = B)*(A1)*[1 = cos(2y)]
+224 (a — B)sin(y){sin(Ay) + sin[A{ (27 — )]}
+22f(a - P)B - sin()(sinl2f@n — )] - sin@fy)y (D
+(1—a?) — (1 - p¥cos(2M4m)
+(a* = B*) cos[22{(y —m)] = 0

(@ = B)*(19)*[1 — cos(2y)]

=224 (a = B)sin(y){sin(Ay) + sin[A5 2 — )]}

+224(a - BB - sin()(sinlA 2 — )] - sin@gy)y 2
+(1 —a?) — (1= pHcos(2A4m)

+(a? = BH) cos[224(y —m)] =0

Z 2T, a B1FDundurs DEAME T A—=ZTH
DART YV by ERGEMERE Gl L v ikES A (3) 12
FnEz26Nn5. IRATFOM, 1IIRH &bz &
g 5. AW I FEOT HET VA& HO T 217
> 7=. Table 1 (2B 2 E#MAE(a=-0.9071,
£=—0.2016)Tl%, 1£=0.7632, /1‘2420.6218 s,

_ GM(KI + 1) - GI(KM + 1)
T GG+ D)+ GGy + 1)

_ Gy —1) = Gy — 1)
C Gy + D)+ Gy + 1) (3)

3—-vy )
K = {1 T, (plane stress) (i = M, 1)
3 —4v; (plane strain)

Fig.2@IZ81) 2 s A* O RIS 15058 & 1%, Sk 20-
WX o THM SN TWD . 1 AEFBOBES R OIS/
ST TOXTEI NS, X)) TRIND LI,
2 DORERISIIGNFTEL, £ < OMBIOMAAHHET
FREMER AT 2 FER & 72 5 (ry, 1y 1T Fig. 1 Z18).
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2 2 DORF RIS MRRIFFZIEE L TH Y (Fig.1 21H),
TNENOME ISSF 337 A—F K f LK L LT
CHEMITERTED. K a LKy A FOXTRIAS
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A
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WO 1153 %ﬁa;‘(rl)k 1, 7B DG F1 55 A of () %
T, EOXFRSY & WPy & LTERIEND. 0y (ry)
Lo ()X FEM fi#ffi CRD B Z LN TE 5.

A

2o 1,FEM (r) = aJﬁFEM(Tl) + oprem (12), ©
A

20 e () = aprem (1) — Opem (1)

Fio, BRSNS IR IRTE iR L -
THELND 29, Fig.2@Ird & 5 2R EREICE T 5
R A*DIENIERARELF, FIZAFORTERBESNS.
T, K‘;*AA, K;*AA i%h%h,,ﬁ A*IZB T 5E—NR1,
E—RUODISSF THD. A7) T l,1% Fig.2(a) DD
BitE<T, ZZCldl,=D/2-45%. £/, o®X Fig2 ®
R D BIEIS ) To® =1TH 5H.

FY = K" A/(ow\/_ll Ay,

™
= K )

S bIZ, Figl (R d 45 2l [ H & ORIz 1T

% 55 A DIRRTAL SIS DIERERIE |, F IZF o
RTERBEND.
F, =K% W /IP/2L RG], ®)

F = K4 W/ IP/2L W7

X (9) 1RT LI, FEMrick-Tkdons
WSRO L, R EC X - TR B2 FEHERRE
2B 5 A*O)ﬂﬁ/}*(jl:ﬂﬁéa"bf_mﬁﬁjﬂ-fii& Fl
MEIZB T 258 A OERIAL SN TS IR REH O
'C“E‘?(Y)é:kf)\f%é Z I T, OJ}*FEM(r)kO-HFEM(r)
ThZEn FEM fifr R 7= FEREEIC BT 5 5 A%

EF— K1, TE=FIADIHIGHTHL. 12, o IFEM(r)
Lot ey OIEZRER FEM R4T CoRed 7 RAIRIREIC
BIAEADODE—FIL, E—FUDEIHHTHS.

A A
F 7 _ O-I,FEM(T) F17 _ JH,FEM(r)

* T _Ax v T T T Ax
Fl GI,FEM(T) FII UH,FEM(r)

)

foT, () ~ (9) £V, FEMHTIC J:o’C?k
D OHNDIEpMOkIE, A (10) DX ST, KA*E R
A DISSF O TERBLIND.

A A

Ko Fr 0 e
A« T opx T _Ax ’

K 1,24 FI g I,FEM Q)

KA F a? (r) (10)
Ay "1 7 ILFEM
Ax T opr T _Ax

K 25 FH UII,FEM Q)

Table 2 |2, K/N2FEFHD FEM A v ¥ = % W TR
T RINBEREIZ BT 2 8 A OIS A &R T . (a)lEE— K
I ® FEM [57'7 \ﬁGIFEM(r), (b)iFEF— FI® FEM Jis
ﬁ/\ﬁaHFEM(T)%T LTW5. £77, Fig2(a)llm 3 RAF
oD sRAL A 2 FEVERTRE & U O L C i O Rk
AEIZIL T2 5 < FEM ﬁfjjtta[FEM(r)/a[FEM(r),

HFEM(r)/a”FEM(r)%Zk?i)?i HOERT.

Table2 Mesh independency of the present analysis method.
(a) Symmetrical type.

Smallest mesh size
emin = 1.27 X 1078

Smallest mesh size
emin = 3.8 X 1078

A
r/emin J?'FEM(r) ? CFEM(r) r/emin U?'FEM(r) GAI;FEM(r)
[MPa] aA,,FEM(r) [MPa] oA[’FEM(T)
0.0 13.20 1.136 0.0 16.53 1.136
0.5 10.88 1.135 0.5 13.62 1.136
1.0 8.383 1.135 1.0 10.49 1.135
1.5 7.741 1.134 1.5 9.681 1.135
2.0 7.603 1.134 2.0 9.507 1.135

(b) Skew-Symmetrical type.

Smallest mesh size
emin = 1.27 X 1078

Smallest mesh size
emin = 3.8 X 1078

e a 1,) () UAH,FEM ™) e a 2, ) OJZZ,FEM ™)

™ [MPa] | oy () ™| [MPa] | o, ()
0.0 57.1 1.093 0.0 80.01 1.093
0.5 37.9 1.093 0.5 53.09 1.093
1.0 20.4 1.093 1.0 28.55 1.093
1.5 23.9 1.093 1.5 33.43 1.093
2.0 24.2 1.093 2.0 33.89 1.093
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Table 2 £V, KRAMEIZE T DI85 DT
ol (), o}FEM(r)@Tlﬁli, Ay at A XL TE

I,FEM

NREED Z NS, —J, RAMED FEM it
jjtl:a?,FEM(r)/J?TFEM (r), UII-\I,FEM (r)/UAHTFEM (r) 3A Y
2 A RRIFET 4 7T 22 ERMERTE 5.
b h, OIS IR OIS INTIR R &
B, Ayvathf R RKREIEFET S, Lve,
Table 2 L 0 FEHERE & DI ) O HIXIEREIZR D D = &
NTE, Avvathf XURFE LN EbonoT.
Ko T, R & FEAEREIC BT 205715540 O b A B
HZ LT, RAFED ISSF Z#3Rbd D Z LN TE -,

3 MHOBMRAXREMICETHIHERAHZIZONT
Fig.1 I8 %48 E ORRIGHIE, Fig20IZrT
B E QA DTS I T i bk O BE mbEE EX
DRRISG LR T TH D, ZO8H 0 ISSF 1Tt
HREAYERWCIM 15) CREE L CAEREOfR & L
THW% 29,30
SECBT DAL, B3 F o iR aH< 2T
BB 0.5,
4sin?(nAE) [sin?(AEm/2) — (AE)?]B2
+4(25)%sin? (mAB)ap + [sin?(AEn/2) — (AE)%]a?
—4(25)2sin?(AB) 8

—2[(AF)? cos?(2mAE) +sin?(AEm/2)cos(nAE) an

+ (1/2)sin? (mA5)]a
+sin?(3AEn/2) — (AE)2 =0

Table 1 (23 2 EHAAGE T, 2§ =0.6591, Af =
09992 THh 5. 1HL, BT 1ICHVWETHY, ZOHA
BEEUS T OAAIIZIE & A EEE L 20,

Fig.2OIZHT 2 s E* OIS 1505 S 1330k 30
BIC L > Tk STV 5. 1 E O8RS ik O FF 2
WL, Lo TRElEaNS. X (12) TR
X9, ZoHEL 2 DORFRISNENTFEL, <D
MEFO LA G o TR MR EAIL 2 AR & 70 5 (1
Fig.1 2B)728, g om@ v A5 1IsmvE<chy, o
ARSI RICITEE A ERE L2V, K (12)
DAL 2 OB IR TE 5.

E Kf,z% ch,/l'g - Kzf,lf

oy (r3) = Y + 1-2E — _ 1-JE

r3m LG 3=

K~ & K~ & K™ &

TJEy (r3) = = AlE + = le = AlE

1y 1A 128 T Ak

Table 3 ISSF at point A I(:‘M\, I(:’l,}, Kfag" K:AQ'
lin K, Y K3, A K T K %
[um] [MPa - m!~*] |[MPa-m!~*]| [MPa-m!'~*] | [MPa-m!~]

50 0.04280 0.02518 0.04280 0.02518
100 0.02969 0.01892 0.02969 0.01892
150 0.02334 0.01519 0.02334 0.01519
200 0.01962 0.01302 0.01962 0.01302
250 0.01701 0.01145 0.01701 0.01145
300 0.01494 0.01017 0.01494 0.01017
350 0.01343 0.009227 0.01343 0.009227
400 0.01221 0.008443 0.01221 0.008443
450 0.01110 0.007745 0.01110 0.007745
500 0.01029 0.007189 0.01029 0.007189
1000 0.005767 0.004148 0.005767 0.004148

4 BFRRELIUER

R ER LA RN B W T, BkHEE, 0T A7
REL/D = 30FRE D H DN 20, ZD L &, KiFZET
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600 pumFLE TH % . J - T Fig.] THAHED F5DFe & 41
DiATe & T OMHEHLATE X132l = 300 umfEE & 70 D

4-1 BADOHERLAGEDESDENER

Table 3 & Fig.3 12/ A @ 2 DOREEIE IOk S
ISSF K} 1. K7 oa EHEHEMLATER &l & OBIRTRT
ZIBITRT RIS, K alEKD k0 K& <, HER
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fEATRE BT E DO FEER 2,39 {—FH LTV 5.

Bl 2L, 2Rl = 600 pumDFFHEIZ BN T, 20K 14 &
BHEDIAEN TV DHEL, =150 umE, K 172 E3HE
WIAEN TV B AT, = 300 umiZ >\, K(‘:A,}, K{fﬁ
T .

EF, E—F 10 ISSF K2 WCEAT DL, Uy =
150 um'C“K:‘M; =0.02334 TH % D% Ly, = 300 um T
mx{fﬁ =0.01494 L7025, Tiabb, L, MHOR 1/4
FOLGEITHAT, K12 BOBETIE, EIX 36.0%iH
STz

Wiz, &— R ® ISSF Kiaébl“(}ﬁ’e"é &Ly =
150 um“C“KC‘:A? =0.01519 TH 2 DIZ%t L, = 300 pm T
0;’(1(2/1,2\ =0.01017 &72%. T7ebb, L, DK 1/4
FEOLAIEART, 12 ROEHETIE, X 33.0%08
YT,

UbEZFLDDE, SACBITL2E—FRI, =R
DR RIS FI O & ISSF T Mk ME A S & S 1, =
150 pmiZ T, 1, =300 umTlE, K 35%0 3 5.
ZITFig3 lORT LK a, KW FENENK
K;‘_l,;ot O LA R S L TR B3 EIZ 30%RE/NS Vo
TIZTHK s KppEBRET 5.

4:-2 HREODOEELHEDBREDENER

Table 4 & Fig.4 (4L E O ISSF K o & HEHEAT R
Sl E OB CRT. B2, 2EL=600umDHEC
BWT, 2o/ 114 ERNHEOAFR TOEEAL, =
150um &, K 12 ENHEOAETN TV EIHEEL, =
300 umiZ SOV, K;ﬁ@ﬁﬁ%btii@‘é.

X (12) OFVEK] TR T 5, Ly = 150 um T

— ] A
YR S N I St
coon YOV T T 1 T
< _
<§<|.. K;:AJlX(MPa 'ml 0.7632) ]
P K2 a(MPa-m!'=06218) 4
i Kf/]_A(MPa . m1-07632) ]
<002 f P .
EP v I_{ﬁAQ(MPa'ml_O'GMS)E
<
EE 001 [ e
0.00 e — -
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Fig. 3 Relationship between ISSF at Point A and bonding length.



HEHED D [ Hh X 123515 2 R I35 O3 & O 1077

0,06 L IR B B R D B B R B B RN N N R RN R N R

Table 4 ISSF at point E K e, KF e —_ C 1 2% =0.6591
s C ]

W | K K 3 oo0s | ]

(im] | [MPa - m!~#] [MPa - m'~#] 7 ]

50 0.05030 0.01870 &' 004 .

100 0.04115 0.01530 S - .

150 0.03689 0.01372 a  0.03 ¢ 4

200 0.03457 0.01285 5 X ]

250 0.03316 0.01233 me 0.02 F ]

300 0.03219 0.01197 "Qfﬁ E.‘o_.‘. (MPa mi=0e59)

350 0.03150 0.01171 a- 001 F ""’-'44 ---------------- »

400 0.03099 0.01152 N - .

450 0.03061 0.01138 000 e v v v v v v v vy

500 0.03032 0.01127 0 250 500 750 1000

1000 0.02962 0.01101 L [um]

m
Fig. 4 Relationship between ISSF at Point E and bonding length.

Ky 6 =003689 T 5 DIZ % L Ly =300 um T 13 P (1) |ry=1um & 0% (13) |y =1m 13, 2875 L CRANDI MR L
KE 6 =003219 L72%. /b b, L, MO 114 K fin = 150imBE TR A & REFFOML SHEEF |
DEAICHAT, 12 BORATHE, MiE 2%y o220 88, ABITETE =lam OREIC D Tl

L7228 rflpm CIE 722 2R 5 54, #il % 1F r=bpum
D & Z TG TIDFE T 72 DML A R 213, =250pm
BETHD.

L7-.

VbR F LB L, S E ORI OMS ISSF 1X
HEHEHIAST R 81, = 150 pmIZH~T, 1, = 300 pm Tl
1 10%BA 9%, = 2T Figd loR” T LK), L:tKE -
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KA Aa E
4-3 RAEEEEBEOBANOLE o Srt o
BRI TILRA L MEOISSFZ BT 525050 o, E
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BT D LB DN DR RS O BA G Sk o1k &

o
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>
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100
i
v og
Il

I:

E A

T OEEISSIHAAITEBE TS, ds, ZTO L9 7k 0.1 oE(r) = cr/lE+Ka,A§ J E
NG % > T T 7w 9% VTR s h TV b BRIV =
P, ZAUTHAMZR TR IEE T /T EED N TN D 7o ik 0 —
WY D R EFRIE B EBERTERL. w/,AHT—v-“?\;ﬂ;i
ffﬁﬁ’*’ﬁﬁ%ii\%ﬁﬁé liny = 100 ym, 1000 umiZxf L C, s -0.1 o) = Koan B T
A, BIZB 257 THART S &2 BT 5. ZNITmA : PR B
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ISSEOZ THEARLT S 2 T % 2 LB TE R0 0 2 4 & § 0 W
Thb. .
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