5526 % 45 3 ) M= HF#| Vol. 26 No. 3
2011 4 3 A Journal of Aerospace Power Mar. 2011

XE4HS:1000-8055(2011)03-0593-10

ETEMBFERENE AN S —AgEE

(RIS AR R GRS 3 2B, BA 210016)

1 B 450 MO RS SR R AN G — AR R AR R () FEAR B R T — R AN G — AR R R 2 A RN
TR A B2 A 2 W IOE A8 5 A AL RS 1 2R ME AL G, AR5 I R M o B8 i N B AR 5 AR R A IR T IR R AT R
fiff A5 381 25 OO 75 44 kR g 8 1 06 R 2L Sl SR A3 BT L TR R S FVDAM (finite volume directe aver-
age method) B JJ & TS50, 45 5 R WIRE AL B 85 m roRE BE T HLAR & 7 3 H SRR SRR RS B0 1
O A Rk ) D il B e Ak R B 0 e 7 g g A e R vl fi T L A 5 e T A S AR 2 SRR AR T 9 2
T3 LA W i 5 S 25 Ry A

* 8 W EAME; RS- BRI AR S5 S A

RESES: TB33 XERARIRED: A

Macro and micro scale coupled constitutive ' model based on

virtual displacement principle
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Abstract:" A novel constitutive-model was-developed for composite by combining the
theory of maefo and micro scale coupled constitutive model and the virtual displacement prin-
ciple. The displacement\within thé subcell"was expanded in terms of the global strains and
the fluctuating displacements. \Then the virtual displacement principle was used to construct
the basic equations 0f the’ model. The periodic boundary conditions were employed to solve
the basic equdtions, ~Finally the relation between global stress increment and global strain in-
crement was deduced. Both the accuracy and efficiency of the new model were verified nu-
merically by comparing with finite volume directe average method (FVDAM). The global
elastic modulo and transverse elastic-plastic stress-strain responses were also predicted by the
new model. The results show that predictions of the model are in good agreement with

transformation equations and experiment.

Key words: composite; macro and micro scale coupled constitutive model;
virtual displacement principle; local stress;

deflexion effective elastic modulo

YR G AR R 2 S REE S B BRI (E. SR 10 £ 4E 3 5 2 5 Ak
FF &I AR BA B R iy HEss B HERIEE R, WSS 5 2% 2R 4R AR R L AR L HE 91 J5 X DA B
Lo R B UG A T e SR VR RE L TEAT A R S AL R A B RO PERE AR 20 B S A RE R BE 7 AR R Y

Wi BB :2010-02-27; 81T BHA:2010-11-04
E LB : B 5028 I K K75 4 RHL A 34 (NS2010123) 5 T4 -1 F 364 (0902013C) 5 [ 52 5 5 5L 6l B 5% & e %l
TEB R A6 1981 —), B AR v B RIS Wb RS 05 160 M 2s & S LA+ L3 1 45 R 9.



594 T

% 26 &

SO . 525 W RL I 7 R AR 0 0 RE A5 S e |3 5
M A 3K

Tr AL — A K A S — o 5 RUBE 14 0 7 7
e % s Z AR R R A W 5 W I R Rk
AALRE T E2H o3 BERE B AU L AT 25 40 25 P 3R
Xof 7% WL B B 52 0, i RE 7E 25 48 23 B v 3R A 40 WL
LT3 ARy AL K g B AR TR R
P e IR 1 3 . B T 3 o SEUARL A S R g A Y —
75 T 38 B 10k A W L AR B0 22 0 AR 5 A A5
PHEIT SEBR 53— 5 TR KA 1 AR 5 A
AP TR R, [ N A A TR A —
PRAE 53 B 5 T A8 T AR A B st

Hi Paley Fl Aboudi™ £ t fr 3 JI 2 fifg A5 %1
(GMO) Ji— Bl e F AU R AR BT (RVE) 19 % 4
WLGE— AR LAY 2 A8 R 5 o 7 34 3 S BT
ISR SR SU IR S IFS PSS P o
FRG3TE 200 - 75 2 S ST b RE A UL 25 44 L 21 53 A
FHH S 2 R RO OE R AN RR B AU B A
FR) 240 WL 25 4y T EL EL A e T R e
A MR 25 BT T k.

TR T — B A 8% of 5, GMC AR RS 30
() 187 3 K B 45 22 . Aboudi 54 e B B8 7L
T GMC RS, B4 T RS B 00 B i A A Chighefi-
delity generalized-method, of cells, \f& FF-HFG-
MO Z AR T B, ST
TE R 7 55 8 ) B RS G BE 5 SR A5 L A v A %A
WLRE ) 1 A2 3.

Bansal 1 Pindera U 730 + MY, 17 B 2 {&
BT ML N AL s B =B 2 12X, AR B T
i 320 BV X (5 B RN 1 I 0 - 2 00 L K
TR 2R - 05 B2 1 0 7 M R I 7 ]
T 2 (8] F8 - 1 05 B 3 2 Y- 38 O P L R G
T B 0T R 25 T R LN R S Al AL R
[ O ER. HTHOH T F M, R 5007 b R A
SR A RIS o AT 4 T RS R Y AL %, Bansal
F1 Pindera Ff 33 F i35 250 4 7 4 WL 48 — A< ¥4 45 A i
# 8 FVDAM Y (finite volume directe average
method, fij #x FVDAM) ™.

JLAE K, Cavaleante AR SCHE & 45101 43 il
KIS B i3t i 0 EL 3% B3 3k XF FVDAM A 2
HEATCHE B2 T U3 E M FVDAM, 48 & T
BRI ASEALL 20 WL 285 ¥ /Y BE 7, OF HIE R 1 i E 7
MESIA B S 4 . AR T FVDAM BT A 107
FEHR AN ARV 1 5 S A PRI 1T 00 14 12 ) 3 1
FE = R 2L [, B F FVDAM LT

it 301 T A0 R A SRy R AR o A AN ASUHE A A 3
150 B 1) 7 A7 % 47 1L R I, T Lt B AEG T S AR 1Y
TR,

T M FVDAM R b i Bl sk, A 30K %2 40
WG —HIE 54 BROCIE M 25 & B2 T 1 A
T RIS (NTICM). 87 158 B 22 WA 78 3R 38 R %
7 A5 R0 A ULASE B B 28 1 21 B o I R A6 S i B
N SEA TR, DA B A Ry B AR R o R 1
TR AW B 3R 3k 3 00 T AU N ) 3 1 i 2k
M BUE BB T BT S FVDAM A K
JE R,

1 FVDAM REWEKIE L

BB T WF 5 4 8 ek LA T 30 43 A 1 4 U8 25
B, R 1 T i B B 4 R A R /N LA, BIDAR
RHEAEBIC(RVE) AE R0 7 X5 2 RVE R4
T 8 r ML I LAl WA B 4 2 s T e R 3 i B
A B AR N A B I R A

w = & X; Ha (D
Horh w AR, g BRI, w, S 4
A . X R WA bR,

AL JE

R

X,
F I AmEsHy ACERIEERBUTRVE)

LT oS At U 25 4 AR 3R 1 PR FROT
Fig. 1 Periodic microstructure and representative

volume element

K U F Mk RVE. S22 FiR i
DA . FE A 1 LN T R R Ak bR &L AR FV-
DAM 5 R 56 74 3300, {8 152 400 0 A7 7% 2 3t 7
ML g PIAT ZRIR Ry 240 0 A B 1) 9Kk 22 T 5

Y, =Wy +"Wyiy, +Wyiy; +
Wty 4 W (Yy5) 7,
i=1.2.3; q=1.=.N, (2)

A B g BARE ¢ DT ML N, 5T 7 M A
B0y B g AT MR AL AR W R R E R
.

K LR K (O MRA TR D R)EH

JUARy 75 A A A5 AR 2 ik 5K



553 R A G L B T R N T Y 2 A0 UL — A A AR R 595
RVE L 2 () 3 0 A ST 3308 % 2 RN -2
“JHa o P
i 1A
‘\ . 0= (1)
- ' , T =0 (12)
L 2R (7D K9 ~ R (12) 745 F] T P
. L 343 725 5 RS 1 5 B S T
\ I L g =9A « € (13)
! X F B S5 N 7 R ZE SR T E h
B2 RVE 1T M4 b R ‘o =iC e (o
. . . N‘l
Fig. 2 Sketch of RVE and local coordinate in subcell 5— L 1 hz 1§ iz (15)

‘e; = & (3a)

lggy = & + "Wy + 29Wy, 1y, (3b)

Yeg3 = &3 +1Wys + 2(’W35qy3 (3¢)

({W . an)
(1823 - éZS + % +(IW3,1 qyz +(IW25 qyg

3d)

Yoy = &3 T Wiy /2 +Wi5 %y, (3e)

Ye1y = & T Wi /2 + Wy, 9y, 3D

BB 5 M AL T R AR S S 0 i R A8 T
JO7 3 1 AR J5 R

qG,’j :‘ICUMQSM (4)
TE 2 5 V- 44 01 D 5 R ARGy
= ij ey (5)
L),

oL, 25 g ™ F IS g K5 (B2,
AL, PR 4! FoR PO R LN T, B N
KISl Y X O
"t? = ”fGZ' (6)

Horr n L, B g A

W A8 RIR L OHRARX (D ARFARAR O
15 M3 7 kA & E A 515 3+ g
G S R eW 2 ] G 2 A 5K

it —IN, W HIC, - € %)
B SCF ML BV B8 S i BN R B B 43
0! = ij %, dl (8)
'L, i,

W LA B 2l i R I (O RA TR (S,
HE T i BT Y B W 22 Ta) 06 R X
“w="N, «'W 9
FEVDAM it PN 1 7 b 25035 1 FR40 E XY
- Ay
], onuds =0 (10)
H oS B g M THRMTERL, ‘Q 2% ¢ T
JIT o 45 1) X 3

2 TRAEETRER

T A WL 58— A g A5 AR ) O 5 () REAE. T Qi
B/ UV A S D VU o A el T S VN W
Aboudi;y Bansal, Pindera Ll &\ Cavalcante il Gao
GENBIRAT BRI 0 S 380025 5K . X b
J5 R 342 ST (P 7 B O 72 (10)) LA
R RN )35 B2 0F OO B (LD 7 2 (12)) 3K 3K i
RVE WAL . T AR LT A RO
TSR TP 230 oL, B N B9 62 7% 35 R T 3
TS VER 2 s @ LA ML 30 5V Y AL S B A R
i ME T i B 0 A A RS Rk 5 D4 4 A
AR R Ay S | AN BB 6 L B P T B Y R

SN SR =W N L S IR D= LR (N
KA IR ML B 7 8% L I R FH 1S 6 R 67 8 i 3
SEAEA T FE B R R Sy s A
2.1 RERGE—HEMBIREE

ZWEAR T AR A T 3 8 2 e 7 #%
J AT 5 N R A

J AaijSAefjdfz)ZJ AT 8Au;ds a7
a s,

Hrr Q%/:;" RVE S48 X8, S, &0 i,
AT, SN S 5t BT .
BRI AR ) A G R RN
Aoy = EfuAey s
A Efu B9 EAR ep 27 5 S8 PR 1 AL 5 AR
B2 X ADMAFEXAD A
jQEf}LLAek,SAEUdU = JSGAT,BAM,-ds (19
1697 B (L)W A RUE R
Au; = Ag; X+ A (20



596 T

% 26 &

H/NETE T W JLAR] J7 2 , BT 57 B 52 N AR 3

B 7 W A 8 e T2 WL R AR e 2 (8] Y O R X

A, = A&, + A, (2D

Hor AN AR Aey &40 WL RS I B B 1B AY IR
(&

A&, = %(Aai,j + AT 22)

¥ 3 A B Rk 3 (D) Mg R AE K Gk 5
COARANG B A0 k078 R A9+

Jg( E:;,Aék[BAéii + E(:jp/dﬁé}dSAéij )d'l)+

J (Eep Aék,SAe_ij + Eep Aé}dSAéU‘)dU -
(9}

ijkl ijkl
s

P T 2% LD A2 3 R o e g e B I Y
A8 53 % N A (24) BEAT AL A IS 5 VR IE L i
PR H % AL GE — B4 1 2 37 B Ji P 3R ik 5

JQ(E:.;)H Aé}:{SAégi + Ez?)dAé}:ZBAéif )dU -

5

J5 AR (24) A7 Sty T ) 3 1 B D) AL A ANy
1T - (D AH 4B it 22 [ 187 7 344 Ht (4 6 By @ ST A T
FIg Y 2 s @ RVE 3 5 iR 7 38 8 1 i A
SO EAETE P 2L S0 B AR 4B =2 0] 11
R TH AR A R A RVE W em . 2 A am
T AR A = A, SR A N R T R AR % 2 L Pt
R8I M 22 ) T 7 3 A A 1 A v g A A R
IS T%. M4 2 RN Jy2# )i, RVE i1 519 4
WA 1 i Aa, PV SR AT, 262000 2 I~
&
Au(x+d) = Au; () (25)
AT (xz+d) +ATi(x) =0 (26)
Hp d %7n RVE 15 RAF, LA 2 fifzs RVE iy
Bil.d T hoaf L XY E L RVE XN
1A 2000 B A B e A S L I R A 25 — A
. R RVE i1 541 1 0 1 7 38 5 57 50 i
D Z AR5 T %, mu 3 h245ie, i CO AR
TR 55 T2, il A5 B IR 281 25 WL 58— 1) J
1785 JE B 3 A 2
| (B aq0ae, + B ac.00¢)do=0
27
2.2 HAMEBMHIERIEX
J9 TR 27) B RVE B HUR N AT,
LR ORI T EEOE K .

ZJ 3 (Et};lAé]g(SAé,j + E?ﬁdAé}dSAéij )d"() — O
. ‘0

(28)
o Q F1 S A2 e D A X RN )
U
TEREAS T HL A SR 48 {8 pR EIOR 35 A 3R s 1
L PN 1 248 LS % 4 B o 3 o
A, = NPAa  dNw =N oAa  (29)
Horpe Ny FoR BRI H, Aa’ Fom T M & LA
JURDREZ /RSN i
AH IO 1, = B P A 072 3 AT SR R A R B

X
NE = LONEAT & NEAT (30)
el-j—zi,j u; 21,,‘ u;
Hrp
eNJ P
i

B 2 GO A% (28) 718
DD KA > ANe Cao Al = 0

(32)
K

€quip = J‘(Q quipd'U (33a)

Cup = %JET,-‘L“N b4 E NS do

2
(33b)
Kuiy = 1B NUoNE + B NG
1 EFP eNq eNp 1 €p e q e P
Z ikl .l v +IE_M N, N~.i (33c)

A (32) AT N, — R G OC T F M5 5 40 0
PR sh BB B Ay F1ZE N AR B Aey BUZR
PERRRAL. T RELLLL Aay A I AR, 8 T 5
A A B A AT SR AR TR Ay R
ik =

Ndif = KCpppm e (33)
Hrip KChp JEPUB SR Ry my n=1,2,3; p=1~
N, N, & FMrdAnms80, A5 7L
a4y B 2 B5ORH K.
2.3 BEVNANEXR

LR 7 38w e Xk 2 W R T B AR R
-

8o, = 2| Agdv (34)
Vi)a

TEEHUG M RVE X3RN, 2550 (34) 1] 28 b B
AF AR 4 2 0



fei A G A« A T HE A B T PR Y O A WL 5 — A K AR A 597

VE?
Agy — 12 f“ﬁ Aeydo (35

Hi Aey BT e V\JE'J 7R
220 (33) 15 B 40 00 b AR b i, 45 S5 A
(35) ] 45 722 LR 7 3 o 1) e 35 5

A&zj - E _( ETHASH +8E97pmn

N .[)nkK(:mpkl Aékl )

e

(36)
HERCO BRI
= Ej, Ae (37)
Hrp
Er =3 %/(*E;PH FEY NLKC)

(38)

D7 R (37 3R T 7 W Ry 7 444 £ R 7 W oy A% 1

AP AH B G FR L BV 5 b RL (0 3 1 B AS 44

P, AR AR F RS . HZ0 O R (18) B fe

BB ARG 5 R L O ELY AT 2 2 i B ek hy
i A B R A i ik K

3 BHlaHh

HISC4A T FVDAM A3 i 7 J7 B Y
T G — A K 55 A JE AR J5 R pR T BT R 28 R
T S A RS AE A 5 3R Bl P U A, TR
WG A SRS A5 8 i 44,0 1 54 (T AR A (node
interpolation cell method, fiff#x NICM).F 1l &
SE38 3 B T 40 43 FEVDAM Fil NICM 78T /7
Y se vk R B RR B 22 . SR A NICM
TR T A4 b 1) e P AR, I 5 A 2 2k
TR He. $5J5 ] NIEM #6570 F i 5 B/AL 24
A AR i 5558 1 A A 7 T AR e )V L O 5 S
Bl AT .
3.1 FVDAM 1 NICM 3t tb 4 #f

1B B 1 Y 78 5L R o R0 40 A, B — S AR SR
PEVRBOTHEAT 73 BT . £ 2t R L 1A 37 A 45 ) [m] P 44
Horp R 2 (SR B B R 230 GPa JAMS L o B
0. 25, FEMA A PR AL A 430 GPaLJARA LA 0. 2,
Y48 r T 4pm, RVE 1K 10, 3 pom. Jii finl 76
RVE L% WA &, 5+ 0.01%.

FVDAM 1 NICM #B & HIAH 5] 9 90 #% 75 HE
RVE, Q& 3 fros. SR 10 W B AL (% 28 WA 7% R
e AR L FVDAM R 5 8 (2) Br i 34 1 240 X0
fife F ik L M NICM WR A 5 72 (29) e X,
Ein&%ﬂnﬁ% SHES T3 S DL S

B4 g5 T PP 3k S80I 0% 3 B R

A2, s B B AN 3 ) fiF s, MR PRl LA
F 1 FVDAM F1 NICM T8 i) 48 W o7 11 3 76 1
i 321 AT AR AN i Sk

? (a) 36 FfIRVE (b) 1296 T-fIRVE

B 3 Bk s R SRR
Fig. 3 Mesh of RVE

50 -
- =36 1
45 | — 129671
lo O
40F =
P TFia # A AN 5 o
& -
= A5t 4
T O e &
- f ,_“2
S o= -
3F o \
=8 DB
25
20 X . . . .
1.0 -0.5 0 0.5 1.0
i
(a) FVDAM
50 —
= _/-t- == ==
45r H] F L ARy 2 .
[
40+ e o
= - = "4 —————
= wf ° W =
* FHIB A
30|
50 = = 36T
— 12967113
?.U 1 i 1 i 1 i 1 i L
-1.0 -0.5 0 0.5 1.0

/
(b) NICM

K4  NICM Al FVDAM Tl il (4 1 i 30 52
VWAL Sl 2
Fig. 4 Stress distribution along boundary

of subcell

SR 25 1 i 25 B 3 R CIn B 3. (b)) B A%
NICM F50 B4 5 B 322 5 157 7 5K f) 25 et 37 9
J\(m 4(b) 5240 1 FVDAM [ J1 3 ) A %
S ABAT 1 B G2 A (DL IET 4 Ca) BS540 . X 1L W]



598 fiic

E¥

el

VAR N 5 26 &

I o 30 A 5 BE AT DL AR NICM |5 1 S 4
TS, MG FVDAM K 1137 1Y & 22 1.
& 5 J& NICM #A8 Fill () S | (B 3C 50 B4k
AT 2 3% 14 0L ) 25 Bl M %85 3 0 AR b i £k 3
A5 AR B NICM #5531 53 (9 A T A g A 22 48
NG I ELKE R R G R R ) 25 T
NICM #5 AUTH 55 1) 4100, 1 3 e 5 1 Ak e S s T
L.

035
030
025
0.20

A, /MPa

005 F
0.10 +
0.05}

Bl 5 FUi C i £F 4 A RN J) 2506
W L B Y Al il 2

Fig. 5 Variation of stress difference hetween

fiber and matrix at point-C with

subcells.density

F9: . FVDAM i i 65 2011 =k (12) 3k
PRAEAY B% 3% 22 F1 N 7 F . 3k T 25 2 S 1R
M AEAT BB DR UE 1 5 v 54 (R0 T 5 25 TS e X
A T RL T ox A AT A B FE L B 6 2
FVDAM il (4 l-8-Ca) 1 11 7 04 1i A3 43 A il
. NE T LLE B BB 1 6 f e fEs B
SR BSULEL AR [R) T 7E 320 55 W Ot A7 T R 11 25 5

52
sof
48 i
a6
Y
nt
a0f
38|
36 r
uf
2}

1/MPa

Fl 6 FVDAM F i 9 i il 50 g 53 A
Fig. 6 Stress distribution along boundary of

subcell predicted by FVDAM

K7 45T FVDAM fil NICM T (4 6,0 B
T N R LA Y 0 AR A i £ 248 W 1
155 A KRB R]. (B F FVDAM JGik
AR N AE T M A i S, S FV-
DAM [ 1 1 5 77 46 i3 B 45 80X, 1 NICM
F1%) LI 445 SR D) S 7555k - 1

rF B

38
36
34
32
30

(a) FVDAM

(h) NICM

El 7 NICM Fil EVDAM T 1) o X Ho
Fig. 7 Comparison of ¢, distribution hetween

NICM-and FVDAM

M PR T oR B0 AS [H] . FVDAM Al NICM £
RUFETH B85 1 A7 7 25 5. BTS2 7 R A 28 Y
VIR )X i R Ak bR NGE T RVE #1519
T A DAL AR L T FE 2 R [R] . DI hoRT DA
BN YR F FRE 0 AR HE4T 43 A B . NICM #E 2%
() B[] B T FVDAM, I B F 5 N #k, i
HEL TR R 2 11 B[] 22 S O K

240 +

— — = NICM
— FVDAM

lime/s
=2
=
T

E 8 NICM f1 FVDAM & f} A jE RVE i1 5
T B AR 1k il £k

Fig. 8 Comparison of efficient between

NICM and FVDAM

RO NN s ST RS S & Rl
NICM WA H 7 B 8%E T 3N, FVDAM [k Al
HMBET 3N, Hd N, fil N, 2> 5% T RVE
AT A R EORD 7 M A B — s L
— AT R T 4 AT — A L S
Z W AEJE T WA T . D8 S 4838 7 B 400 i 2%



o531

fei A G A« A T HE A B T PR Y O A WL 5 — A K AR A 599

F NLJIB4 NICM #6784 J i S B4 55 F 3/4N,
1M FVDAM & 0 & B A2 45T 3/2N. Ik Y
S VAR [ B I A% 4 457 43 Bt B, NICM (19 1 53 B[]
/b F FVDAM.
3.2 Tl E WM E
NICM f— A~ 5 %2 1) 1 FH 2 B8 06 000 &2 & #4
R 72 UL AR e, AT R NICM A5 R0 1 & 4
AR e 550 1 R L O EL S D 2 Qa7 0 L.
TR R SEAR S RN L A PR R E =
379. 3GPa, JAMN L ;e =0. 1, FER B S pE i E, =
68. 3GPa, AN L o =0. 3, LT AR TR T 43 & 2 Hy
35%. IRBELT A fE SR Y X, A X, 1 JEL 0 4%

OOO0O00O0000

Ay B — 25 4 1[50 0 Ay J5E A A S bR Y A AR
FOX Xo Xo, Hrp Xy Wi 5 er 4o ®m4. d#or
IR OX) X Xy HSFEAWRAERS.AE
PLXT K OXs M OXS Jes% 0 ff a7 i b
HedR AR

TEDR S AL bR R RVE 26250461 5 f& 0% (1) 21 4
DLORTE AL kA0 0L 25 ¥4 1) o) 40 . A ek 200 WL 45 44
RVE By U 2549 UL I 9 % /1 0 fR F 235

0 = arctan{0,1/2,1} 39

K10 2w AR &2 T RVE B9 i o A 1A
Kt 0=arctan(1/2) ) RVE A 9 X B JLAT 45
. IX b5 4 T O R R B 4% 1) S

OO

P o= il AR bR B AR MR T

Fig:9 RVEs-in deflexion-coordinates

5
4
3
2
1

= 0}
-1
- s T
) 17

X, -4 '
‘ 54-32-10123 450
XX X, X2
(a) B=0° (b)6=26.57°

Bl 10 A~ RVE [ F M43 i [
Fig. 10 Sketch of mesh for RVE in deflection coordinates

VABE R 2 b A 0 2 25 A s & L A Ak A
Z T BPRE B M EE 4

¢y C, Gy 0 0 0
Cr G G 0 0 0
. G G Gy 0 0 0
- o 0 0 Ci 0 0
o 0 0 0 C; o0
Lo 0 0 0 0 Cegl

(40>

H T AR T A X0 Bk T 5 S A 16] 4% 1) [
P Ch = Gy G = Gy . G = Cis» T ClL 7~

0.5+ (G, — Gy,
I FH A s B 4 8 52X
C O =TCT 41

T D b A B 2 A ORE A 2% 0L M RE R R 28
X, WHRERE 0 FA B9 7L e 4 N



1)

600 o= 83 1 %R %26 %
1 0 0 0 0 0 ] 140 ¢ i i
0 m n 2mn 0 0 136 = NICM{fit
T, — 0 n m*  —2mn 0 0 I?QE
0 —mn mn m'—n" O 0 = 128F *® = d
0 0 0 0 m —n ; 12af
00 0 0 n om | B 120k
(42a) 16
10 0 0o 0 0 ok
o w " mn. 0 0 0 0 20 30 40 50
T, — 0 n m — mn 0 0 80)
i 0 —2mn 2mn m*—a O 0 &l 11 NICM T3l fi b 8 455 2k 5 3 X LE < By
0 0 0 0 m —n Fig. 11 Comparison of Ey; between NICM prediction
0 0 0 0 n m and theoretical value
(42b) 140
Horft m=cos 0, n=sin 0, W] i fh 22 45 2 T 19 7% WL o SI:(L%{;;}(
e B S AT B R B3 m
Ch Ch Ciy 0 0 0] 18 . .
G Cn GCs Gy 0 0 ;ﬂ V7
- T 5
0 Cn G5 Cj 0 0 16
0 0 0 0 g;; gfﬁ 115
Lo 0 0 07 GGl 0 0 20 040 50
g 20

Hrp Ch=Cly .G =Cin € =Cis » Gov=— C3, . i
Bl A AR T R RS 3 R P D T R AR ) 96 A T

S =[C ]! (44)
D) i B A Ak 5 O il 2 B R B S L LRI C
W

—. 1 =, 1 = 1
Ef(®) = =3 Ex(®) ==—; E5(0) = —
1 ( ) Slxl o ( ) SZXZ o ( ) SSS
. St . St . Sss
2(6) T =5 3 (9) —_— T =, 3 2;(0) T =
t ST SN Sis
~x 1 ~x 1 ~x 1
2 = =35 G == = =
0 (6) 5 15 () 5. G, (0) 5.
(45)

NICM #5258 F1 A B i 5 28 2 H 530 009 2% 3 v
Bkt 0 AL il e A 11~ & 14 iR, T84
F W] NICM A5 AU 151 00 174 f ol 5 P A2 £ 5 O 5 2
KB EAEY) G R4, R D1 A e 3 4f b i 5
O G B RL IR e ol 550 1 B
3.3 ESVHEMENEN AN TMmAITE

AR NICM B85 B/AL & & 41 K
) SR N g N AR e L O HORR A R S S
PEATXT L. TR R R B 2F 4 4R 24k TR
AL AL AR REAL T HIMRAS. B 2R 400 H AR
K140 pms FFHER T o =0. 46, BRI E E =

12 NICM T30 s 568 44 A58 0 5 SR A X L 2 B
Fig. 12 Comparison of E;; between NICM prediction

and theoretical value

nr

B 3¢ fif
ol = NICw .

69

68 -

G,/CPa

67

66

{15 1 1 1 1 1 ]
0 10 20 30 40 50

0/(%)

13 NICM Tl fi b 550 A 1k 5 BB B W LE = G
Fig. 13 Comparison of G; between NICM prediction

and theoretical value

380 GPa, RN HE g =0. 15. 3 FH WLk P B 70 44 34
FE AR ) 5058 P N g RN AR I 7L R ) SR P A
E.=70GPa, A 1, =0. 31, i IR R 0. =55
MPa, VIR E E,=1.94 GPa"'",

B 15 21 2 7 i A o 34 5 JRL I 43 A, >R AL 3



fei A G A« A T HE A B T PR Y O A WL 5 — A K AR A 601

o531
0.3 e
g H
«  NICM -
0.34}
= 033}
< 32}
0.31
n,30 'l i L i 1 i 1 i L i 1
0 10 20 30 40 50
01(%)

14 NICM T fis Al 550 M AR 1 5 BB (B LE = s
Fig. 14 Comparison of p; between NICM prediction

and theoretical value

(b) iR ) RVE B8 CAR BB RVE .0 37 1)
BB 70 pm. K RVE B KB 183
perr) ASERUURA L (9 4 L 45 4. B 0o R v R e o2 R
Ri7E €, MO BHFHE K F] 0. 0025, HRAEFE 15
JIT 7 I R i) IO g 7 A e 7 £ A 5 S 50 A
FR 3 FE 26 AR SO B B/ AL 5 4 bR 18 i 98
PRI 7 10 A% e 7 -5 S 3 i L) A

120 W S
NICM .

100

80

60 F

0, /GPa

1 i L i L i 1 i 1 " J
0 0.0005-0.0010 0.0015 0.0020 0.0025
£,

Pl 15 NICM HU 9 B/ AL &4 44 b 1 B4 5 g
7 7% W 7 B S %o L
Fig. 15 Transverse global constitutive response
of B/AL composite:comparison between

NICM and experiment

4 &

AR SCHET 22 MG — BIE 5 i A% R L
TR EAT A MR g — R AL 4 BT A NICM
B 3 e 0 % NICM A5 0 f kG 8 A% R L I
S50 4 I 9 7 A ) Ry T BE T AT T Ax AL 45 2R
T,

D W TFET R R RS T AR Of
FLRE 1 25 4 1 pR A0 3 F I Y 0 8%

NICM BB T (4 1 77 3% bk FVDAM B - ¥
HATEAE R 1 IR E 280 TR Bl % -
2 3 K, NICM I ) 1y 1 37 % T 42, 1 FV-
DAM I (1) 2 F1 55 AN 25 Bt 4 ML %% 5 1 38 K i
CEIB &3

2) T LA R AL RS AR S S AR SR i L AE AR [F]
(1 RS TE X0 NICM. A5 A (i 3 AR 4 11 2 A~ 5l
F FVDAM #E A, P K K BEAK T 3F 55 1 ). J9f
L BE A IR 3G K, TS8R B ) 25 St bk B

3) NICM #5524 WL A7 # 19 1) 15 7 i AT —
FRCE  AE 7 A a5 A B 6 RS bR B N, T
FVDAM [0 %% bR 500 T J 21 5 & B ik,

4) AR NICM B AL 0 T & A b kL)
P oty 35 VA i, O HL 5 0 2 2 SUHEAT X e X LB 46
RZH NICM #8111 57 25 S S5 5% A~ X &
B

5) N NICM 7 36 o] T 4 & 3 & &
BF ) SV 1N 0y AR L 9 B0 B/AL &
B R T At 10 g o 2% i 1Y 55 5 5 W)

SE Mk

L1 ] Aboudi J. Closéd form constitutive equations for metal ma-
trix composites [ ]. International Journal of Engineering
Scienees1987,25(9):1229-1240.

[ 2 7> Paley M, Aboudi J. Micromechanical analysis of composites
by the generalized method of cells[]J]. Mechanics of Mate-
rials,1993,14(2) :127-139.

(3] R, TEAHE. IDER] S5 —FhH 0 27 i3 58 52 45 b1 R

AUy T[T ], O 28 A R K 2 241, 2003, 35 (4)
435-440.
SONG Yingdong, LEI Youfeng, SUN Zhigang, et al. A
new micro-mechanics model for fibrous composite [ ] ].
Journal of Nanjing University of Aeronautics & Astronau-
tics, 2003, 35(4) :435-440. (in Chinese)

4] PRGN ARZR A ot. SRS H X 52 4 b1 Rl A ik 2= 4L
WS A FELT ). 1 1 52 4. 2004, 21(2) £ 146-150.
SUN Zhigang, SONG Yingdong, GAO Xiguang. Influence
of micro-structual geometry on thermal expansion coeffi-
cient of composites[ ]J]. Chinese Journal of Applied Me-
chanics,2004,21(2) :146-150. (in Chinese)

(5] SRR, INEN, T8 A8, 45 A WL L Aol 25 4 45 52 5 b1 B9

U Je AR T R R (D). 25 B g 241 2004, 19 (6) : 749-
754.
SONG Yingdong,SUN Zhigang, LEI Youfeng, et al. Influ-
ence of micro-structural geometry on composite initial
yielding surfaces[J]. Journal of Aerospace Power,2004,19
(6):749-754. (in Chinese)

[6] Bt RMZR, PN RN, LF 4 & REDLS | & i &2 A b R
BRI PEREFE L] ). i2s 3 J7 2742 2005, 20(4) : 584-589.



602

i

E¥

g o

% 26 &

(7]

[8]

[9]

[10]

[11]

[12]

GAO Xiguang, SONG Yingdong, SUN Zhigang. Research
on the discrepancy of composite effective properties in-
duced by the stochastic fiber location[ ] . Journal of Aero-
space Power,2005,20(4) :584-589. (in Chinese)

Aboudi J,Pindera M J, Arnold S M. Higher-order theory
for functionally graded materials[ ]J]. Composites Part B,
1999,33(8) . 777-832.

Aboudi J,Brett A,Bednarcyk S M, et al. High-fidelity gen-
eralization method of cells for inelastic periodic multiphase
materials[ R]. USA,NASA:NASA-TM-2002-211469,2002.
Bansal Y,Pindera M J. Finite-volume direct averaging mi-
cromechanics of heterogeneous materials with elastic-plas-
tic phases[]]. International Journal of Plasticity, 2006, 22
(5):775-825.

Cavalcante M A A,Marques S P C,Pindera M J. Paramet-
ric formulation of the finite-volume theory for functionally
graded materials Part [ :analysis[J]. Journal of Applied
Mechanics,2007,74(5) :935-945.

Cavalcante M A A, Marques S P C,Pindera M ]. Paramet-
ric formulation of the finite-volume theory for functionally
graded materials Part Il ; numerical results[J]. Journal of
Applied Mechanics,2007,74(5) :946-957.

GAO Xiguang,SONG Yingdong, SUN Zhigang. Quadrilat-
eral subcell based finite volume micromechanics theory for
multiscale analysis of elastic periodic materialsf] . Journal
of Applied Mechanics Transactions of-the ASME+2009,76
(1):011013(7 pages).

[13]

[14]

Drago A,Pindera M J. Micro-macro mechanical analysis of
heterogeneous materials: macroscopically homogeneous vs
periodic microstructures[ ] ]. Composite Science and Tech-
nology,2007,67(6):1243-1263.

AR RGITR R, LT AN T 4 R A G B R Sk
11053 M 1], ML 24 5 R L 2003.22(6) - 982-985.

LEI Youfeng, SONG Yingdong, GAO Deping. Analysis of
elastoplastic behavior of fiber reinforced metal matrix com-
posites[ ] ]. Mechanical Science and Technology for Aero-
space Engineering,2003,22(6):982-985. (in Chinese)

Mk A:FERE ST mHES

N =—80—p/4

N = (1+890—p/4
N = +80—p/4
N =(0—90+p/4

4 7 3

3

1 2

V] A T Y5 5 LR 43 A
Fig. A Distributien of the nodes of the plane

four nodes cell



