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Fig. 1. Three types of FRP models. Fig. 2. Infinite FRP plate containing an interface crack.
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Fig. 3. Stress distribution along the interface for the three models.

—F L, KADEKILTB.
K, K
Genr = Gige '“E.F‘:\"E' = _I;.FIBL (an

— B EBNFSEVIES, CMC EF /L, IFRP EF/LDG {E
B FRP DG & —ET 5. L=io T kA5 L5,

Geme = Gipre = G, (12)
K, re = |H, 2cosh’ (7€ eyp) (13)
K, Ay +
K, eme 4cosh? (e qye) (14)
1
K, Hy

Fig. 5 ICEBRE S1Zx 5 K, OB {LERT. flI K, 2¥WE
FRP OISTHERIF T B K, TRt U718, Hlhid x5
E&x &8t~ M) v ABOBRITERIUELIZET
5. EEDIERIEANGEE, ISEREEROLIT ] &2,
E L R BIZON T FMF 7 UTIEWEENZRT. ILICERH
NELRD E CMC EFMGE S B—EIIET, Enth
R(13), (4)DMECHHE L. Z 0%, [FRP EF LD
TR DA EMF 5 /v & CMC 5 VORICHTE LT
< b o7 REROMERE TR T

WE, BB (A

- Mode |

9 2.5 T T T

O C [IFRP

% 20—-VYVvY VvV v v ¥ CMC R

5 v A FMF

g v

73 15¢-QQa g v -

% i v, L

b v

2 1.0 R B

E ° o

:.'_.; 05 — A b

£ A

Z 00 ' I YV
0.01 0.1 1 10 100200

Normalized crack length, a/d,

Fig. 4. Change of energy release rate with crack length.
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Fig. 5. Change of stress intensity factor with crack length.
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