Wk 30 FEE A

BN i 2 N T & e G T e R N R A D
B TR FE R B9~ 5 k9T

(Ultimate Strength Evaluation for Cracked Stiffened Panel Structure
using Dynamic Explicit Method)

Rk 31 £ 3 H
INE NGNS TR S
Wik« BREE L AT LELIL

WG AT LT

D 131887 WE L M



SR

BB L R R e 1
R T = OSSOSO 1
1.2 BEFEDHFTE oo 2
1.3 ARHIFZE DD TE TR oo 4
1.4 R SCDAETE L AR oo 5

F2E  EARNVORERERITICET 2B AIEDOTE ..o 7
2.1 FFBUIRIE & BIAIBEIIRIE oo 8

240 FFIIIRIE oo 8
2.1.2  FEHFIBIIBIE oo 9
2.2 BAIRGHRTE D B TR EE AT ~ DT FHFREE oo 12
2.3 BHIGHREIC K D PIEE SRV DB AETREEFRIT oo 12
2.3 BT AR L e 13
2.3.2  BHIREARE & FREIREE D BASTREE LI e 18
233 T DOHOEIEIT L DEAETREESDTZEE e, 20
2.4 D B S et 22

EIE  XZERHTBENFAD FEM I L BETFT VAL & BB oo, 23
B LI =V U ) R T b e 23
32 T VETIMIEDBEHRERT D/NRIVDIEHT oo 26

B2 FBHTRIZR oot 26
322  EHNETGL/NRIVDEAETREEIRIT oo 26
33 YoV Uy REFMCEDEREHTT DBV DIEHT oo 29
331 T /b—Y Uy RETIVOREEERREE oo 29
3.3.2  ERBAEBIE UTCBRAETREEIRHT oo, 33
3.3.3  EAR E DI e 35
334  ZZUTEDEEE oo 37
B 3 B B e 38

FA4E  BIRBIVEMNEZRT 5 ERBELH T 2EH X VOFREZES)..... 39
41 ZREATDHIL/STIVTT I oo 39
42 T AT NHOENT KD EREDOFEBERIZEE oo 40
4.3  GIRY - JEREOME D IR USRS TR LT oo 42

431 VIR UATEIZIIT DEIETRIE oo 42
4.3.2  GIFROTIRDELEE oo 46
433 T AT FEHEDEE oo 48



4.3.4  NFIUHE D FEZE oo 51

B4 B ATENE S e 54
BSE SHBEZHET OB SR EEDOEMRERETAM. ..o 55
51 EWEHTDHHE SFIAEE DT T /AL oo 55
541 GBGEBHHEE /SR IL T T I e 55
54.2 B E DT T Il oo 57
5.1.3  LS-DYNA s FIRFOD JEHHERE SR O RRIE oo 59
5.2 BTG T & FBER oo 61
5.2 BB T B e 66
5.2.2  BHBEM ITTAIE B oo 73
5.3 B S i B ettt 81
B 0 B B e, 83
BEEETTBR oot 85
B et 90
kA EHEFT ISRV DOEMIBEREETEE ..o 91

il



BIE

1.1 WFJEE &

&Y DR, BERECZE O H I T EOMREZ L L2 2 & 25— DB
ELTTRbND . MERER R E ORI OREEMITIERF D Y 2 7 NIEFITRE <,
FT—FTEMOBRHENRIET A MIRELSEET L7100, BENOHFHIRKE
&) 7R R R A L & e D

ARG R 70 & OHIEIEM 1T —MRAVIZ ZE D SRR BE SR L 72 E O 7 B 1
RS, EMEITEREIC L > THEA SIS [1]. 26 ORSEEMIIELAE Iz s iR &
OVEAE OO LW 25, 97 & R0/ e RIS E L 2 2L b % 2] HE%
BUREEIL, BERIRAE L i U ColIR Y SRR £ & 3l I PRE I - Rof& s 1T 2
ZRIFL, REBRBEOWTIEEREROREICER DERER H 5.

BEMIE IS T T D MM O L 2RO D O E - 3% O Hifr & 1X SOLAS
(International Convention for the Safety of Life at Sea) TED HLAL TV D H DD, A&
BT 2 B R ZIHTED b TE LT, Mkiha £ 723 FE T OED 5 BRI ET
STz, ZoHT, M 2000 FEIZERMMERTAA VX 2 —I2 X D BRI
DUl F RN THAE LTz, il 25 A X 2B CThH V, @EMUICHA - BRES
T2 D7, D% OMIEE DR EIIFTRDTTE > To DN AR Z &, ORI E T
BT D EED AR L TRl 2 FERZF > TWaWERSFER S, TR
FEDFR % 25 FEREM L THENRWVIMATH 5 X&) L) BIEFRMAEERED IMO
(International Maritime Organization) |ZH&%E SL7-.

INEZTTRITESNT, FiEho=oo BEEREMR O EEYE GBS (Goal-based
Standard for New Ship Construction) [3]1%, Fig. 1-1 (2R 5BEENLRLY , AR E A
TARESLEARE L T OERICHELERREFZEDO TS, 2D 5 b, Tierl TiEIHNE
Rl Datitds L OBLEIENE, AT~ E T LAVREN, Tier2 IRV TE—/L%&
BERKT D 7o DI E RIS FF O N S FEREEAF /R STV 5. Tier3 Tid Tierd OFRFE
%, Tierd TIFHATOMMNT KT 2 EEROMRIZ, Tiers TIFHEFURESL AN 2 & %
RLTWD.

Tier2 (2R ST FFOBREE D 1 S & LT, SR EDREHRENFIE
LTH INDPHBEEERORBICEN SV E S 72, RO L kGt 2RO TS, L
7235 C, EIEICBIT 27 v FROMIENT LR E, 2 OBEP IR KD AEZEIC S
7208 5 BERETM B WT, S/ R EOBEGEA AT 256 Ol X EE i1 E
Thod.



Tier II F un'ctlonal
Requirements

Verification of
Compliance

. Regulations,
Tier IV / Classification Rules etc \

Industry Standards,
Codes of Practice etc

Tier V

Fig. 1-1 IMO : Goal-Based new ship construction standards
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— A7 E2BE L CEEYA AEZRETHLEND D, 08, RS &2 K& < feftd
LI-OICEZDOEREE 2 BN IE D~ R « A7—V 7k [430MFET 5.
LU, EHEEY & 3R D EREE CEOFEBEMT T2 2 & L7200, MITRRORE
FEIIBRRE S 7R,

— 5T, FEFIN/IN S TR 4y CHLR 2 R IKB > TRM AV IR Z & T, RORHE
BUZIBIE LT WERERER B 5. Z OFENEE L e BB NHEARETH Y, HERnE
RFE 53 AR & < 70 2 FRAUIRVE ClI2 O KBTS AR R &, iYL CITLE LT
FHRFRETH D, FHEIL, BNEAIEEEH L, 1EROBIIRIE TOMITARETH -
TR ZE LTI CE 5 2 L 2/R LTV [48].

BiAsE/ N1V D A B TR BEREAT 2 35 1T 5 B BUfiE & BIRIIGRRE ORI L 8% Table
-1 d. e, MER AT BICBEL T, BEBIRICHIH S D ERER 72 100 )7
FEHEL~ULD FE ET7/VZEBWT, ##HIfRETIE32GB UL LD XAE Y B L 5758,
EHOREAETE T 3GB BREICHHl SN D, BRONN— Ry = 7 HIFIZB W T, LYK
U 2o RS AR AT I I XA ISR IE O AN E 2 CTh 5.

Table 2-1 Advantages about static-implicit and dynamic-explicit analysis for ultimate strength

analysis of stiffened panel

FI AR
) SRRSO IR WERHRRE L LT |« RORBEZ 2 D & IUHREH R D VR
fiRtik: TS FIRECH 5. L, Tz CERWEARSH 5.
NHETE AT S T2, T8y | - HiAEUTIE U TEH AT U B KRT
D AVIREEN RSN D. % 12 OfENTE T L O KRB, FERILIC
HIPRA B % .
c T DB DB AP VIETH L.
EUlED) CRPRHERNC RS> THERRT T | - BIRFHNEL D &, 1 7 18
Wil | — & e O MNT Ak Lod . | IS URHRRE S RIS 72 5.
AT Y BHERAD 7R, iR - BT URIZ L o TE, BREORFEIC
BT 7 VORI, FEMLSATEE | L0 FHERBE NI T 5.
Th5D.
CHERE D LOPEME R AL E L
CRATFRECTH 5.
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2.2 FBGIRHE O et SR EE AR ~ 0D 3 F RS

RETE T O S5 & TR B AT | Bh RS ARE 2 3~ 5 7o o OFfE & LT, B2 0Pk
DFE O EEEE DM EANDS B D . AR O A e #E TR EE MRAT 73 REUE T 2 IR AT B D ]
FRANBLG & B B DRREIZR W28, OIS BEIEN VBT E 2. BIfkG
fRIEIZ BT, AR O K 9 ICBIERFHDFHR 2 2 MIRE ST D720, B
WAL 72N T b BUER) & B oW 5 R/ NOBLRIRGH] TR 21770 9 T EDNEE L
W FTEEE AR E W EBIREEIC LV S IRBI AR L, ELWERKIREMZRD 5
ZEWTER.

FEAAR & [49] 1XBHEE SR O FBALTREERHNTIZ I T, BRRGARTE &2 IV CHERRI 72
fENT 24T H 2 ENTE DM AT v 7 & L THRBEEMOBEAIEET— RO 1/10 2
FEDRERIA T » 7o LAUTR WD & %, i 2 & 25 540 D ST R ORI &
EBLITRLTWS., T74bb, ®(2.10)ICBWT ¢ 28 0.1 LA EE 2 28R ThHT
HEFRAZRMENT & 72 0, TERDERIIIRLE & RIRROIRHT IS FTRE L 72 5.

tCI‘
= 2.1
T= (2.10)
Ol
o = bf; (2.11)

22T, TI3EEE— NZEET2EA6F— FOBAEWY, to ZERESID 0036
JRISINCET D & TORE, oo 1T, | 13ROEE, v JEMENHEE 2R
_éé

AMFFENZ 1T DEIRIRGARTE 2 T B RS BE AT L2 38U T, 2 DS F A 7 3 dlipr
FFfE & L7-.

2.3 FBLAHEIC X D PiBe S 1L O s & 58 BE AT

B4 1L D S TR BE AT ~ OB R E O AIC S 720, T E CICEAERED S
UWNERIORRIE & RITRE R 2 L U, ZORERGEZ1T72 5. ARIFEICWTIE, FIvifE
\Z1EPEH =2 — K MSC.Marc %, BIREEIZIZE U< A 22— K> LS-DYNA 2 L
7.
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2.3.1 fRATSRME

O fErET IV

fiENT DT T NALFIFHIE, Fig.2-1 FOKERIZRT L H 72 N7 2 Aff] 3span, B —& —
M 3bay & L, H—F—RICT 1, 2, 4, 8 KD T BIBGERS 3 & 2 Bt S p L & ST 62 &
Liz. H—F—WIZ 2 ROBEM N H D 77— AD FEM £ 7 VX% Fig. 22 IR T. &
7=, Table 2-2 |ZITfENTH G & LTz 6 FEHDOIE SRx VDRI EE R, BHO a
TR R, b IBEMTER, o 3 SRUREERY. £, pITMRETH Y FAT
KIND. oy FBERIGTZRT.

B=— |—= (2.12)

Table 2-3 1TiFxf5e & UTc 4 T OB ~TiEE R~ T. UL EOBEM ORE N 225 4
TR, WENREI2 D 6 r— A, PHEEM OHENR/2 B 4 r— A BT & bE 1265 96
27— A DIFNT TN OFE R % L RGEET 5.

MEHRFPEICOWTIE, E=205.8GPa, » =03, oy=313.6MPa & L7-. #FEV 1 Xk
PRIV DN 85 x 85mm, BHEEAERY I Fig. 2-2 (b) (o d & 5 12@E S 7T 6 43,
FEAFIANZ 6 L Uiz, £72, = VEFEOER(LIZIT MSC.Mare TIXUE SER Y =
JVEEFE %, LS-DYNA Tl Belytschko-Tsay 256z {# ] L 7=.
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Long. L

Trans. Trans. Trans. Trans.

Fig. 2-1 Considered region of ultimate strength analysis

rd Trans

Longi
Girder

Longi.
Girder

Longi.
Girder

6 elements

(a) TS4B35 model (b) Close up view
Fig. 2-2 Overview of stiffened panel model [11]
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Table 2-2 Size of stiffened panel

Case a (mm) b (mm) tp (mm) B

B10 2550 850 33 1.01
BI15 2550 850 22 1.51
B20 2550 850 16 2.07
B25 2550 850 13 2.55
B30 2550 850 11 3.02
B35 2550 850 9.5 3.49

Table 2-3 Size of stiffeners

Case Tee-bar

TS1 138X 9+90 X 12

TS2 235X 10+90X 15

TS3 383X 12+100X 17

TS4 580X 15+150X20

@ BERSRM:

FRNTET MG 2 T2 58 &% Fig. 2-3 1R 22T, T NAVOETIFHE (x il
Jin) O8FD 2 A EG S A 52 T D (MPICBW T u=u" DL
KT D) . o, FTUAMITET MEET N T v AMALE THMERF D AR
TRUT L. EFTNVEALOERMZ BB L, BNEMITHRTHL L L. v=MPC (%
y T OEREFZ7RT. u=D.L [I0MMEZ/R L, I I TIHERHORHEIZN 2 5 2
Tn5.
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w=0 w=0 u=u**

6:=0 g v=D.L.
_____________ | ] w=w u=D.L.
Ox=0x** U=O* v=y*
By=0y"* W : : w=w*
0:=0* WEW g3 0x=0x*
weolb— 1 | Y 0:=0""""\-mpC VEMPC  0,=6,"
0,=0 u=D.L. 9=0"  8=0 0x=0 0:=6:"
_____________________________________________________ v=v* 0:=0:
w=w*
0x=0x*

_ 9y=9y* u=D.L.
U_O* 92=ez* V:V*
(VA I N E— w=w*
w=w" | = 0x=0x*
O0x=0x* L=

By=0y*
y 95/=eyik v=0

0:=62*
0=0* w=w**
D.L. =Distributed Load AP
z 0y=0y** D.L. =Distributed Load
X 0:=0"*

Fig. 2-3 Boundary conditions for ultimate strength analysis of stiffened panel

ORGEE S
Fig. 2-3 1D x 8l 71012 S0mm OJEAEIREIZA A i Uiz, BhR5fFTL LS-DYNA %
WA I F0 U 2l R ) LA LR, VRO D4 [50] 2b&iZ, 32F% &L

@ Tz H

itge RS2 NAEED 9 B, R SR OYITZ b A ITEEE T — Fog#ii=bA [11]
[SIZEALT. Z Oz b I mAEE CTT 5 FZAFRZ2 b S ICBLFEIZAI L 724
HlebHhE LTRESINZ DO TH D, I, H—F—& T U AMITHENTZ2K
PRIV, B 1 XD B — R TRE DD 2EEET— ROYH 7= b Ak ig
ANLT-.

ZIB ORI T D -, 2R E— K & FEEEE— FoEREGD
T wy b LTUTOL I ICERTX 5.

Wop = Woov T Wothin (2.13)

Z T, Woo, Woin VEZNENEEEEE T — FEB L OREEEE— FOPHT DA TH
D, TNZENUTONXTRRTE 5.

X | T
Wop = By sin;sin% (2.14)
S (N +1)
_ X | mmy
Wothin = Aomax Z A sin B sin a (2.15)
m=1
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Z 2 C By IZBREIEE— FOIRIE, Aome 1THEEE— RORETHD. N T
T — B =B OB AR TH D . £72 Ao OIRIEITETE T — ROREIRZRET S
BECTH D [11].

F7o, BEM O bAa L L TREERE— FBLOHITEREE— NE2E8 AT 5.
i % H OB ORREEE— R woe UL TFORITE Y B2 BN 5.

_ Xy Ty
Wosi = By sin—=sin— (2.16)

72, BEEMIIIAREG BB E — FOMHIIZ D v BB X, UTFTERS.

V4

T
Vosi = Cog sin;y (2.17)

p

Z T, Co lFBEBEINEIRE— RORME, JEEE 2z 133 VOFSEm» L OHEETH 5.
B0 A 9 PHEEAIC BT v X 50, DXV -C) DW= bA%E b 2, MEhom &
MARHNZRAETH LI LT, 72, KT TIEE 7= DA DIRIBIZLL T L 5125
Z 7.

B, = C, = 0.001a (2.18)
Aomax = 0-1.32tp (2.19)
ZIZT, AmalF6mm ZB 220N EOE LTS [52]. F£7-, Fig. 24127 K512k
BEMBLOT7eT, H—F—THUIons6E0 A 2RI/ SR ICH LT doe BEO
A)Omax(:()-gXAOmax) b EH L:T}ETPE%%Q‘z, %’“&‘%:E‘— F\@jﬁﬂﬁﬁfcbgf@ﬁkﬁﬁii D

THEEE— ROTOLHBORENHEIND Z 2B L TWD. 2k, AL
LTl bHOHZEAL, KRG LU OT BB L TH7R0.
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Buckling mode
0 Trans. Trans. Local 4+ Global
100%  frame frame

80%

: Longi
stiffener girder

Longi.

Longi
girder

o

N\ N Local buckling

+

_// \\ Global buckling

Fig. 2-4 Thin-horse mode initial imperfection

2.3.2 BYEGMRTE & ERROMRTE O B 58 BT L

BB ARLE DREE 2 Wt 5 72, Hi9fEEE D MSC.Mare & BRI EEE O LS-DYNA
TR SNTZBBE SRV D EHEBREE % Ll U Tz W 7 D Xl OfHTE 7 M2 B0
TRERIZE Z TV,

HIr—ADISINDT ANY | L RARIREOBIR % Fig. 2-5 12, W7 —A0 DA
T fRHTRE B ORI B % Fig. 2-6 12733, Fig. 2-5 CIE, B o~HERIC, ki $x
DT AR bz, HERN R TREE 2 RIS ) THEER UL L2 fE2 R LT s, K1
D71y b RDY LS-DYNA IZ K DENTRESR &2, KDY MSC.Marc (2 & 2 TSR 278 L
TWa. F£7, Fig. 2-6 (ZI3HEHHIC LS-DYNA 5 B4 b= #HRAE R 4, #iEfihic MSC.Marc
IV EONTEIREROER LML 7 v b L, FHREROZER 2R, oIl
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L7=FER BTy bR IUE, F—0FEEKETHLZ L 2T,
L DOLEX NS, R TOr—ATlE OREBEMITRERITIRS &L TEY,
B IETE 2 — R LS-DYNA 1T X D i EfEATICRB W T, kWb TE 78

WfEE 21— RO MSC Mare & [RAISFEORERBPIFLN TN D Z EBRHERRTE S,
1
0.8
> 0.6
o
x
© 04
0.2 0.2
0 0
0.5 1 1.5 2 2.5 3 35 4 0.5 1 1.5 2 2.5 3 3.5 4
B §
() TS1B10 ~ B35 (1) TS2B10 ~ B35
1 LT i —
08 08 " @ inf (Dyna) —
B 1-stiffener (Dyna)
>, 06 >, 06 {{ & 2-stiffener (Dyna)
e} b @ 4-stiffener (Dyna)
g é v 8-stiffener (Dyna)
04 0.4 s inf (marc)
= 1-stiffener (marc)
|| === 2-stiffener (marc)
02 02 == 4_stiffener (marc)
= 8-stiffener (marc)
0 0 : : ;
0.5 1 1.5 2 25 3 3.5 4 0.5 1 1.5 2 25 3 3.5 4

B
(1) TS3B10 ~ B35

B
(IV) TS4B10 ~ B35

Fig. 2-5 Comparison of ultimate strength calculated by LS-DYNA and MSC.Marc with initial

deflection
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1.2

@inf

| 1 stiffener
A2 stiffeners
@4 stiffeners
v 8 stiffeners

/

0 02 04 06 08 1 12
ox/oy by LS-DYNA

o
o]

ox/ay by MSC.Marc
= o
~ o

.t
N

Fig. 2-6 Correlation between the ultimate strengths of LS-DYNA and MSC.Marc with initial

deflection

2.3.3 {IHI- DO F I L D A TRE A~ D 2

X
ATER T, B S &b 82l @%tb@% R E L C B « oo BE AT 21T o 7228,
Bo R U 7o o 2 2 BRI E i - I TREE AT 24T 9 Z L S ATRE T 5. FRIT,
MWH%ﬁ%&Ltio&kﬁ@@%ﬁfj«@%tbﬁ RELRW. L LN,
W T DA IE L DGAETIE, AR T= DAz DR TR E 2 @ DI HEE T D
Tﬁbl‘iﬁliﬁ)é.

AEITIX, LS-DYNA DI 7= oA HEDENT L 5 iR~ D B 2 a4 5 7
W, mmfrLt@@tb#%ﬁT6%PAXW®%%ﬁF& WIEAT= I DN\ B 2
IRV DEAKTRE 2 Lels 9% . FOFE R % Fig. 2-7 (2T, PR ~TE TS2~TS4 D/

ANZBWT, F =1.0~15 KNS =2.5~3.5 DR 3L, FIH7-bAH0H 2R
boT, FERSEORKBENE LN, —HT, £ =20 OFE 3 LE, #I-b
HERE LR WA, Wz bAE D OEE L L THOTN L 10% 5D D F#
%ﬁ#ﬁ%n%ﬁ%kﬁot Z I COWET- bR EFRE L WS ORKEIRE 134k
DFFRIRE & R/ > TEB Y, RAETREIIFHRIE CIRE ST 2 Lm0 5. 725,
BHEEM ~1HE TS1 O —RZBWT 4 = 1.0~1.5 DFAIS, Wiz bBrELDOr—20
B ASTREE DS EARTREE & [FIFREE & 72 5 73, ;ﬂi%%AXW@imr mE— RORAELE
ﬁ@%fﬁﬁ’ié%%%ﬁk&é*kcié

ZC, A HEORAE SRV O MR E 2 Fig. 2-8 IS T. WL OBER ~HE
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[ZBWTH g =2.0 DBGEE SRV ORI FE I SRAE (ZRTRIE & [FREE L 7> TN D 2 &
B D. DFEYD, BRI RESERGRE & FREDOSEE, bR L DBEIC
X, FEEPAREAET D ERKBERBEETELOIRL, Hl7ZbAAY OLAEITE,
T2 I & o THIEFEIE ANFETE S, RofETREEITFERIRAE L VK< 22D, Bl ko Z L
B, BRVEREIEIRE DN R L FIFRETH D & 1T, P DAE L O%EITITYIH -
bHEY DEE LB LT, REREZESDICHET D 2 EnmnoT.

1.2 | .2
I + I B
73
0.4 % 5 B- 08
S -
2 06 L 06
o o]
04 04
0.2 02
a ]
05 I |5 2 25 3 a5 05 i |5 z 25 3 35 4
p p
{I) TS1B10 ~ B35 (1 TS2B10 ~ B35
1.2 12
1 i £ r] 1 .._.‘W
i e
0 08 S
= =
=3} o
=, B D e
(ot t
04 04
0 02
] i
05 1 15 2 25 3 35 0.5 1 15 ? 25 3 35 4

B
(Ily TS3B10 ~ B35

{IV) TS4B10 ~ B35

@ inf (Initial imperfection)

B 1-stiffener (Initial imperfection)
A& 2-stiffener (Initial imperfection)
& 4-stiffener (Initial imperfection)
v 8-stiffener (Initial imperfection)

= nf (No Initial imperfection)

m— 1-gtiffenier (No Initial imperfection)
e 2-stiffener (No Initial imperfection)
— 4-stiffenier (No Initial imperfection)
== B-stiffener (No Initial imperfection)

Fig. 2-7 Comparison of ultimate strength calculated by LS-DYNA influence of Initial deflection

21



S
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(IJT51;10~535 (IIJTS2g1D~E’.35
4.0 T T T 4.0 T T T T
35 as| i —=— 1-stiffener
: : : 3.0 ................... ....... —&— 2-stiffener .
25 5 i —— 4-stiffener
'; E 20 5 ................... , ....... —%— B-stiffener _
6 SO L _____ —a— inf
1.0 -
O S U S - - =S N
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(ny T83§1D ~ B35 (V) Tsagm ~B35

Fig. 2-8 Comparison of elastic buckling strength for each size of stiffened panel

2.4 %52 FENES

AREETIE, SRV OMIE SO 2 A 7 DEI2 D5 DD P S 3 L & X BT,
hRfRYE (LS-DYNA) & #0fRiE (MSCMare) Trbl S5 i f&sRE 2 bl L, fi#
M RORSEZMFE L=, T OREE, £ TH/r—ATLS-DYNA & MSC.Marc D &R
ENRRS—HKLTRY, HRGHTRbOLMEREOZSENLETH L OO, B
figih:a O CTHER D FRANIEE & RIEOMITIE 2155 Z LN FAIRETH D Z L Al L
7.

S 5T, BRIBGAREICI T DI 7o O A EDE T K D R~ DB A AT
LH72, HEHE— RO OBz 63 2B SRV DRALTREE & M7 10 Z 3 U
Witge SN ORREIRE 2 LR LTz, ZORER, 4 =1.0~1.5 KT p =2.5~3.5 DN
KX, HIT- DB DA D L, IRIEFRSEORKRENG SN Z E NS ho Tz,
— 5T, BRVEEEEIREE DS PERGREE L IZIFERFE L 2D F =20 BEDPE XN T
X, WA= oA L OGS NI bAA Y OBE L I LT, RETREZ & OICHEE
T LG note. LIERoT, Bz Rz BRIGMRE THRITT 558120,
FEATHE S ORI IF I T DA DR EDB LR L 2D Z L R L.
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E3= XBUER T BH/NRKNLVD FEM IZ X BETIV
b & A& TR EERRAT

ZHDOIEAEITB TR Y i N OREEH OBEIZRE < L2 KT T 720, ZhE T
SIBE D W E F COMENZ L ITbiCT& iz, —F, BRENFEET D X 5 e biniEn
IRAIZ ERPFAET D556, FEIIRE PR L) I\ E Z A L DZn & IT R -
TL DI EPBEESND. AECIIEETICHEET A2 REORK L > T 72 flE LT,
Bl ®WEGTHHE SRV BRIt & U, & WD EMRE IR I R IE T 8% WL
L.

R — RFTHAT O G DR [53]1F, S F S E M MRT 5720108 725l
AT FIETH Y, A= 71k [54], EA A v ¥ =k [55], PSCM % [56]D X 9 Ik~
IREAEREAT FIEDR R STV 5. AT, &K — REir FED 1 >ThhH v =
V=YV RETNVEMEM LT, ERmOEMZZE LT/ 3L ORREER 2 GEET 5.
TR, HREARARERT Y o VERT, BBEEIE YY) v NERTET VL,
VaVEFRE VY y NEROFEGITIZHET & [ST]05M AR S O R i & KT 217 5
B2 A L 7= 2 3% Rigid Body Element 3 (RBE3) [58]Z W\ /=v = — Y U v KET
N LT, MMROEEEF ORI & HKOZE 2T Lz [59]. FZ72pGH FEM Y
7 b =7 [411[43][58][621iC1%, 2 RBE3 (AT HHEREMFZE SN TV D, 725,
YUy RET VA T EERR B 72 dh (5 faf B T 0D & Bl oD F8 A2 2 FRAIE L 72 fdir 4]
[63]-[64]13 DA, T EHETREE IC KIT T REIZ OV TRET L 72 BIlEAFE L7220,

ZIT, H—=F—= TR, BEH THE B AT SR VI EID SR T O/ Rk L
ELTETIMETE DN, ORIV OREEE— RIZIEAOIRIEZ FF2 1 2 O €
— R T AT MRS U TESICEE SN 2D, 2 2 TlE, EFE/ AR IT
SFLT 1 O IE T — ROMENSEICHT CHE & BEA G I ZNLET DA
DO—HD I (EIREMENT 2, LS-DYNA ZHWTEMEL7Z. Tk - T, SEFIERT
AT N ERFOHE SRV OIEE ONLEIC I T 5 & RO ZE8) 2 M7 RRGEE L, &
HMISCRF T CHEMifm E A 52 2 EZHRE 267 2 S0V O IR e 288 2 B 6 2
5.

34 > =z /)L— Vv RETFTIL

AKIFFETHWZY ==V Uy RET M OWTHRRICE RS, HBE A2 FT 558
FEARIZX LT ==Y Uy RET L LTZA T A k% Fig. 3-1 (a)-(c) \Z7~"7F. Fig. 3-1
(@) IR T LI ITHEEREREL > = VEERT, E2aFEE2 YY) v RERTET /MLT 5.
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WERTITHBH R ZHNTCRAT L. EROERITOWTE, &= VBRI
ﬂﬁ/*/k%?% (Belytschko-Tsay Z3%), Y VU » FERITITAREFRE 5 & SR — R EHE
(Constant stress solid #58) # M7=, Y U v NETADET HHEIKO > = /VEHE A

DERE, YUy RETAVEHAL—KEETLET .

Fig. 3-1 (b) | W%%ﬁRmB%%wkyiw%%&VUyF%$®FAﬁ%®4?
A NERT. 22T, Yo VEROHREZZRES, VY v REROH S Z1ERH
ET 5. BHOBREILANDG, Yo VEREY Yy RERPET HHICBWT— mﬁ%m
IZH HREBEI A LC RBE3 EHEAHWCHAT 5. A » 23Sk [57] 12
KA T OB RS RE k%n%mﬁﬁf%5%m®1(WF®# e
E)%%wt.%@ﬁﬁ##ﬁwﬁ%m,w ERBERENICH 225G, £ TOSRE
ﬁ&%ﬁ%%%ﬁ%#&.:hﬁ;@viw%$®ﬁm®m§k%~f/%%%ﬁﬁﬁ
WZHWEE LTS 22 LN TED.

RBE3 #3&(% NASTRAN, MSC.Marc, LS-DYNA 72 EOLAH FEM Y7 bV =7 D—
XHERE & L Ciido > T\ 5. RBE3 ZHEIC L 22 MHLA EEREI RO EOSZITIELIC
B4 %A A % Fig. 3-1 (¢) 1Rt —o0O2HBHAE kEOEBESICHEET 55
ﬁ,ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬂﬁﬁéﬁﬁl%kﬁ%vwd\Mq_ﬁbf,iﬁﬁﬁﬂ%ﬁﬁrﬂﬂﬁ
BT 5 i FHOWBEHROWE F/, F" OBRIZLITORXTRINS.

f Wi m My epwiry
Fi =F G—ﬁ, "= 3.1
i ref D Wi i < 3 Wkrkz 3.1)

ZIT, wmid I HEFHOWRFAICBITD2EATSH L. AR TITES w32 TH
U & L7e. Ff, FridttBER cOmMEDGFMETH L. FEM ALY 7 by =T
TSV-Pre [67]D ¥ HEWEFHEREZ VD L, Y= LET LDy LY U v REFT LD
A HET 720 C, BRI Y ) v REEE ST T VS L THAEHICET L
LR PRE T H 5.
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Through-crack
(a) (double nodes)

N

Shell model Solid model

T 72

Shell-Solid model

(b)

Shell model
Solid model
® Reference node (Shell node)
o Slave node (Solid node)
— RBE3 connection
C f
(c) F

Fref

Moment distribution Force distribution

Fig. 3-1 Shell-Solid modeling for a cracked plate. (a) Shell-Solid model. (b) Connection
modeling between shell and solid elements employing RBE3 element. (c) Mathematical

representation of RBE3 element
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3.2 UV VETIIZ LD ERERH/ T DR IVORENT

T, v ET A EHWCERBEART LRV EET ML L, APl
ZIE LW IGA DO RFEIREFRATIZ OV TR L7 i R 2 T

3.2.1 fENTRIS

fipT R 5 & L2/ %D FE €5 /L %, Fig. 3-2(a) (/" 7. ZZTlE, H—0&
WX AL G AR B R E LTz, Fig.3-2(b) (TR T K 912, BB/ SO~ 1E
L= L,= 1,000 mm (7 A7 MU L/L=1) &L, EZES 2a mm OE@I RN/ SRV
EuE/ D [ mm OMEICHFEL TWAEEET 5. £z, SRS E Fig 3-2(c) 1R
T XZUIMEEEASINET D, SFAVO4LETEERMEREFL, 22TDz 5
DTz E T 5. SFVOESEZ x SF IR L, AMEHICh->T x Hh
I E N Z 72,

W= L LT, BRKIZDABEPRIED 0.01 L7225 1 FOMEEE— R&2 5 2
7o MEHEEIE, Yo/ E=2058 GPa, KT Y thv=03, EEHEE)p="787x10"
ton/mm® & U, FERIGT1% 0y=313.6 MPa, I TEE(LAREL H=0 OSERMEMA L L TH
DT, 72k, LABEOARMSEIZI T DMTICI W TIE, & 2 CRIMEMREEEMHEA L
TW5.

(a) Through crack (D) (c)
i - i = = =
Thickness : t uy=MPC uz=0 -
=.
e =1
3 < =
Position : I | |@ ~ |° HRE
= < |s S R
N "I ®
g o o
- (D
c
Cl)z—‘ a
X _"_ LIV=O UZ=O -

Lx

__l

Fig. 3-2 Analysis model to be solved. (a) Rectangular plate including a through crack. (b)

Boundary condition for buckling/ultimate strength analysis

3.2.2 X & Gies SRV DB TR fRAT

U DI, TSR A2 2Ty o VEZETET L L, B0 M85 2k /s
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HO, ERBEBLOERHESEZEZNENEE LI SR VO Ml — AR E MRS 5.
ZZTIE, BKGRIEICRIEER A =15mm, EREREFORENRESND (=
20 mm @ 2 FEEEO SRV E AN, ERENORIZIZKR LT RRE 2 77— A DR AETRE
fiRHT % Sk L 7.

O =ZYrEZFEEL, THRHESEZEFELELS

@ =HESEFHEEL, XFUEBEBLZEELLE

BTDET BN THITRI RO Z ZER YA X 2525 mm D> = /VEHETHE
LCW5. 728, ZUI &SN E L TEE EoRdE s LTET /MEL, BEilTSE
L TR,

THMEZEEL ([=500mm), THEZ% 2a=0~500mm O TERE L7-5GE
D, NRIUIRIE = 15,20 mm (Z350F 2 MR Ie(b U= faf E — 2L H# % Fig. 3-3(a), (b)
WoRT. BRENT x MO B e ZRRIKOT A oy THERTTAL L7 fEi%, fiEhiT x il
J5 16 O Wriki /) % WrikifE CHI o 72l o Z MBI ORIRIET) oy IT X0 BERIUE L2 EE2 R
7.

TN DI, EEEAT DWE OWHFE 35 720, FIHARNIE &
REMET LTS Z &0 %. ZOoMMIRIPEDIR TR, &RHOFET 2 Hikim
FEOM T =RITIZITEE LV, Fig. 3-3(a) ISR T/FURIE t=15mm O6, HRA&sRE R
WA AR Z LTS Z ENpnDd. —J5, Fig 3-3(b) 128 T =20 mm OFE,
TR/NIFE L2 WGE (K without crack™) (ZBWT Y, KR IZET D F TIIER
ERIXIZERONT, RAETRERZICI I OIR TS o TEBEEESHML TN, £
DORBEIZEBNTY, ERNVFET HE, SRHMMBMELLELRWTZD, TbhAP K
HRE L RHRPRETREF S INFE A ERE LR, TORBTXHUNEL
DITHE - CTHAFICEBLN, BIREENRECIZS < R5.

RARIE t=15mm DFE, WOMEH PRI E R HPFEET D &, BRERRIC
SNEF D B b K& < 7 DR A RAHTIC B W CEMIS I3+, Lo, &
HOGAETHEEEWEE MO LIRENH D 2 LD, L LD, Fig 3-3(a) &
Rol, ERHEINVRELS 2o THERICND EAT AT E e, ZhE, &
IR OIS NERIC L > TERBEEEORNIERNEC D Z LD, £, RKEET
SFHOEI LWITWOT 20, BEERORENRESND t =20 mm OHGHE &
T3 EZOWD BTN, EBEEE U AT, BEROEETH > THIFHIE
W DF IRy D I CIf B 2 S TR S, W87 17 O H YA T CUREREI /1 D53 A 3/ & <
5. ZD XD IEMI DOAR DN S WE T & RPEE L TG A IR E ~D 5
BT NS S Z ENm D,

t =20 mm O&E, WEBEOBDTIZTNEEL TNWDHEEX DL L, Jn)1— 0T Hihifi
MNF 7T 5 Ex0hiE, HlziE, 2a=400mm T o/oy=0.6, 2a=500mm T ooy
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=05 L2513 TTHLIN, FOF v 7 VRIEZINOGDIN LD SN ENa5.
R ORERISIE, &R HEG T DWEIE O AT RITHICAEE L, O 7210 2R
WEMSND Z LD, ZORE, JEMICKT2RT Y R TRGAIHRONL 5 &7
0%, FNBEMRRREOSFMEL VRS Z 13K, MR E L CIES I S RS 7103
ELDHZEERD. DFEVRBRIBIL 2 BiERDIREEE 705, I —BADBRSEM T T
o> o, DIRAETIE av>0yk7fﬁ@ﬁ¢1j(ﬂ377%ﬁz5 L., Lieno7T, kil 0)[5
HEY BREWVISIHEIZB W TS —OFT RN T v 7L L TnD EEX BN D, £z,
TAHNEL 73?5 ﬁEO“C MIREZ MR D (BB ET D) OTADBKRES 8-> T
Wb, ZHUTEROZZUN L > THEIEDBELHES DA D =ALITLD.

(@ 1p (b) 1p
t=15 mm t=20 mm
| 2 ) \
0.6 | 06 |
1 ¢
? — without crack = — without crack
04 — 2a=100 mm 04 r — 2a=100 mm
— 2a=200 mm — 2a=200 mm
02 F 2a=300 mm 02tk 2a=300 mm
— 2a=400 mm — 2a=400 mm
—— 2a=500 mm — 2a=500 mm
O 1 L 1 J 0 1 1 1 1
0 05 1 15 2 0 0.5 1 1.5 2
efey &ley
(c) 1¢ (d) rr
t=15 mm t=20 mm
08 08 r
=
I o
04} — without crack 04 r — without crack
— =100 mm —1=100 mm
— =200 mm —1=200 mm
02 =300 mm 02 r 1=300 mm
— =400 mm ——1=400 mm
— =500 mm — =500 mm
0 L L L ) 0 . . . ;
0 05 1 15 2 0 05 1 15 2
s ey

Fig. 3-3 Collapse analysis of a cracked plate employing shell model. (a) /=500 mm, /=15 mm.
(b) /=500 mm, =20 mm. (¢) 2a¢=500 mm, =15 mm. (d) 2¢=500 mm, =20 mm

XZIEXHEEL (2a =500 mm) , XZU0E ] BEE LSO SFAMRE ¢ = 15,
20 mm (28T B MEkoeib U7 ff B — A7 #i#R % Fig. 3-3(c), (d) 12”7
INFOVHRIE t = 15 mm OFE, ZRDB/SFAEEFUTIEVY (I D3/ EWY) LR O
WCIRIEIREZ N Z TWD Z ENTND. WTIOr — A REHREIIRES LD L7
WS, D% ORI NIXE RIE D FRTICDVIZ CBEEIC R D, Tk, S RE
WCHAET DEMOT HBRRE S HFMO—MIZEFT L5 LK o T, WG OBmE RIS
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W0 MR ER D, RERMER T EZH Z L2k 5.

t =20 mm O/RXFIVITEAIRERF E TIEBARITIZZE L 2N Enb, SRE
EEALSETYH, FROBIREZRE D FENIISIER U &2 20T, WIHIRE, R&HmE L
HLREBREWVITAONRW. 2720, SRYLENEIBICIED eV, ek 20 2
L (BEEENEL D) OFTHINEL Lo TS, SHEIIMEEZIEELRWNZD,
ZELTHECORMBFFISITIZIER 2 L7225 03, SFABFISES SO N TG I3
MLTn< ., FREDRASRAVBERITESL &, —HOMIE RS2 AVERNHEL 78D 0
T, ERDPRINVHPRIZH DG EIZHAR TRV RAHEDIS N E L 72D . Z OIS
MEEIRER Z AL SED Z LR DTID, TRNLEDSFIVEFITIED <X EPEH 3 5
MCRAET L LD,

PLEDOFERN S, & 2P A2 B LRy = VE T VB W TR IRIEMRIT 21T - 7=
Gy, X RS L bR U CRIE 2 WIS TR EE DIR T A BL kR L e D 2 &
W35G . EHOBEINPKREWERE LTSS, 20Xy = /VET /L TORMT CThik
HTRERHM AN FTRE Cdo 523, Z NI HRE /NS 2B OHEIL, SRV DOJEH;E
ERARRICIB W TAHVWOXHJEN R AT H LWV I MENICRARRHEZIT> T\ 5D
ZllThB.

33 2~V Uy REFAICLAXZEFT A/ R

DFEAT

331 v ==Y Uy RETILVOKERGE

IR L7 K D ICBE /NS WERBEHEELFT 5%V &2 v = VERTET VL
TAHEE, WHANCARBRRRASNAELD. T2 TAETIE, SZUIEOERICY Y v
RERZHW -z V—Y Uy RETAEHNWT, EEEMORELEE LT 21T
I, Y=V Uy RETIICL D EBEEIFHEOET VX% Fig. 3-4(b) TR

VrVERBLIOY Uy REZEOV A RIHFRIZ 25mm & L, ZZEHmETLEL
Tx,y FAZ23# L7z, 22TV Yy REREEZHWZET WV EHIFIL, SR X M
P 2 72 OB E IS DD 2 WHIH E TION S T2 ENEE LW I T
WIZ, V= VET VOB EMEZEE LYY v REREROTT U LiEE %7~ . Fig.
3-5102, BEERC Y U v FEREROME G H)E S %2, HEc 1~5 ) E TOREE
WHEEZ > = VBT WK DR EE TR L EE2RT. ZO/ENS, VI
v RERE LTET /LT DM ELF ORI D ERAEEICRIE TR NI N &
Wb, XoT, YUy FEZEOME; AR S I35R/NRO 100 mm & L7z,
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Fig. 3-4 Shell-Solid model. (a) Shell-Solid model including a through-crack. (b) Definition of

contact condition

. I N N
D
%
— 098 |

[&]

b
~
= 096 —O-1st mode
'c—é —- 2nd mode
=~ o4l {1+ 3rd mode
% —B- 4th mode
~ /- 5th mode

o 0.92

09 N 1 M 1 M 1 L 1 M 1 N 1 M ]

0 100 200 300 400 500 600 700
x-length (solid area) (mm)

Fig. 3-5 Comparison of buckling load varied by the length of solid area for each buckling modes
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wIZ, VU FEFEORIEITEOEFRTEEN OV TRGE L7e. BREGRETIEAT
Y TP A APERNRR ST D, 2%V, ZOWEHMDOY U v FEFHRG I B A
Ty T A RERES DT, WEITMOERZELBUTDIRNTREE L. RIETT A
DEFREE 2 ZAL ST E OEEMEIEOZ(L Z Fig. 3-6 (Z/-7. AV U > R
BRI ORIZ S M O 53 E A, HEIZ 1~5 WE CTORRHEEEZ > = /VET X
% SR AT B TR T LB 2R . ERARINH W &, FHRERE L TR LN E
JE AT B ORI, DFEE M T 52 L TEPICRT 52 L8005, LoT
AWPIETIE, R BEA~DOZEN DN L g5 8 I TET M LT,

1 -
= 098}
L))
.C
@
5
\b 0.96 | —O—- 1st mode
= —@- 2nd mode
= —{+ 3rd mode
P 094} —i 4th mode
o ~/— 5th mode
0
bb 092 |
0.9 M 1 M 1 M 1 M |
0 5 10 15 20

Thickness direction element division number

Fig. 3-6 Comparison of buckling load varied by the division number for thickness direction

B AETRPERRAT IC B30T D & e OPEFHRIL, LS-DYNA IZBIT 2 8EHO 5> H, %
# [+ OBt 4 32124 7 P HE 72 "CONTACT _AUTOMATIC _SURFACE_TO SURFACE
RV, ZORE T, EtmoOfiRIck L TEARE YU ZRIHBT 5T T
AR T TN 2B A LB AZ TV, 72, SRmOBESKIIEr L L
TW5.
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XU DIZ, WXZIRL, BLOXREMZZBE L2 WERHEFT 530K LT
Y=YV FETNVE WSS OMITREORGREZIT 7. ERAEIX [ =500
mm, XZR XX 2¢=500mm & L C/NRIURE =15 BELOY 20 mm O &0 Bl Ff
A Vi3 1Y

B TRFEFRAT OFE R % Fig. 3-7(a), (b) (237, HEEOBIZY = VET LVORE RS IR
TRT. \MEERX LD 2 —Y U v RETFLOFERIL, BXZDL = /LET L EFE
EORREY, FTEMEBZR LW ERHEZGT5 =2 — V) v RETLVORERIT, &
HWeHTHY 2 VETVORFEREOHKRERTND ZENDND.

Fro, Y=V Uy FETMCEBWTHEMEZZBRE LW G L, BELIEGAEDE
LR OE I % Fig. 3-8(a), (b) ([ZZNEIURT. XZ&EEMEZE L2WESA, YUy
RERFELNEALTRREIZZ2 > TWD 03 LT, iz EE L05Ee, BRimEL
MEAET & WEOFEMRES EFICERBLTE WD 2 ENgnd. BLEicky, Kfig
MCBRHALEY ==Yy RETIVOZYEDRHER TX 2.

(@ 1y b) 11
t=15 mm (b)
08} 08l

gaw gum

‘Bx ~
04 © o4l

— Shell (without crack)
— Shell (with a crack)

— Shell {without crack)
— Shell (with a crack)

02 — Shell-Solid (without crack) 02 —— Shell-Solid {without crack)
Shell-Solid (with a crack, no contact) Shell-Solid (with a crack, ng contact)
0 L L L ! 0 L L L ]
0 0.3 1 1.5 2 0 05 1 15 2

edey &fey

Fig. 3-7 Examination of accuracy in the shell-solid model employing intact plate and cracked

plate without contact condition. (a) =15 mm. (b) =20 mm

(a) (b)

Fig. 3-8 Shell-Solid model including a through crack. (a) Without contact condition. (b) With

contact condition
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3.3.2 S AMEfhA B L T2 o SR B AT

WICHIFIOET V& HWT, SRERAEBE L6 ORKREMIT 2 £ L 7=, &
SEE 2a=500 mm OXZPAE [ =500 mm ([ZTFEETDHED, SFAWE =15,
20mm (28T DR A Fig. 3-9(a), (b) (- d. 22T, BEEHOT =2 L—V ) v FE
TV, ERPHMAEZEB LT 2=V )y RET, BIXOEREETH = /LET IV
DOFER % i+ 5.

THMOBREBE L TV > = VT T, #IIRINE, BfKsRE & 0372 0 K|
BEDD, FREOBMAEZEST D LT, BKHREE TIXERHORWGE LIZIER T
ZE 7R, RAETRERILE HEOBEMA ZE L 2WIGA ORERICHHI L Tn 2 ERN
NG, BRHEBERIEREENET D L, TO5ED M TERNHE, JEMRM T
HWAL D Z &2 d. ZOWHE, MELZ{RETE DEENBDT LI LICRD120,
IASTREER DMK T \EEHOGAITHARTREL 2 D.

@ 1, (b) ¢
=15 mm t=20 mm
08 08+
06 | 06
g g
<)
© o4t 04t
—— Shell (with a crack) — Shell(with a crack)
02 — Shell-Solid (without crack) 02 — Shell-Salid (without crack)
—— Shell-Solid (with a crack, contact) —— Shell-Salid (with a crack, contact)
0 1 1 1 ] 0 1 1 1 1
0 0.5 1 1.5 2 0 0.5 1 1.5 2
gley £fey

Fig. 3-9 Collapse analysis of a cracked plate employing shell-solid model considering contact

condition. (a) /=500 mm, /=15 mm. (b) /=500 mm, =20 mm

Fig.3-10 1Ti%, /S VIRIE t=15mm DLGAICBIT D, SEEMEZE L vy = v
ETIND g/ ey=0.5,1.0, 1.5 OFREETORE S WIS O5AGK %, Fig. 3-11 1213 & 2848%
iz B Ly = — Yy RETIVOREF RGOSR Z R TRT. Zoa
Z—FIZEB W T, HEERSESIRES, REAFIAERIGIITNS L ITB X
72ARBEZ R LT 5. %72, Fig. 3-12, Fig. 3-13 121%, WO B0 A0 X &[RRI R T
ZOarZ—HIZBWTE, HRFEERSEEOT AN E o REELY, FREFIEITIEBMEO
FTHDY0.001 X TRAELTNDZ EEZRT.

Fig.3-10 # 2 &, ¥ = /LET /N TIXERE THEZ SR L2272, it f1H
B O EHE TG INIZEEr L0, SRR TISNNEFT L TND Z LBnn5.
F7-, Fig.3-12 5, B LIEICIHWO TS X2 E Tl ERNERF LTS 2 &
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BNoymb. —F, Fig.3-11 Oz /v— Y U v RET A TIEE R EOEEMIC L0 2wl
Mafaf AN AR L EHOEEIC L D0 EFITITE A LR BN, £72 Fig.3-13 2 b,
PAPE O T & R OFEARIT K > TRV D IRFFHIZ AT 5 2 & 03530 5. 728, Fig.

3-11 12V T EHEDEIL L VARWS 1061272 5 TW D DI, & 235y I Hzfih

LTWADTH5.

(a) (b) (c)

Fig. 3-10 Stress distribution oy of shell model (with a crack), =15 mm. (a) e/y=0.5, (b)
ev/ev=1.0, (¢) ev/ey=1.5

(a) (b) (c)

0.000e+00
-3.000e+01
-6.000e+01
-0.000e+01
1.200e+02
-1.500e+02
-1.800e+02 _|
2.100e+02 _|
-2.400e+02
2.700e+02 :I
-3.000e+02 |

Fig. 3-11 Stress distribution o4 of shell-solid model (with a crack contact), /=15 mm. (a)
&x/ey=0.5, (b) ev/ey=1.0, (c) ev/ey=1.5

0.000e+00
-3.000e+01
6.000e+01 _
0.000e+01
1.200e+02
-1.5008+02
-1.800e+02 _
2.100e+02 _
2.400e+02
-2.700+02
-3.000e+02 _|
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1.000e-03
9.000e-04 ]
8.000e-04 __|
7.000e-04 _
6.000e-04
5.000e-04 ||
4.000e-04

3.000e-04

2.000e-04

1.000e-04 :I
0.000e+00

(a) (b) (c)

Fig. 3-12 Plastic strain distribution of shell model (with a crack), =15 mm. (a) &/&y=0.5, (b)
ev/er=1.0, (¢) ev/ey=1.5

(a) (b) (c)

Fig. 3-13 Plastic strain distribution of shell-solid model (with a crack contact), /=15 mm. (a)
e/ey=0.5, (b) e/er=1.0, (c) ev/er=1.5
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9.000e-04
8.000e-04 _|
7.000e-04 _
6.000e-04
5.000e-04
4.000e-04 _|
3.000e-04 _|
2.000e-04
1.000e-04
0.000e+00 _|

3.33 SHRIORE

WIT, EEEE =500 mm & LT, TREI 2a B LI25E O TREE AT
ZFEM LTz, ANRUARIE (=15,20 mm OfER % Fig. 3-14(a), (b) IZENZEIURT. 7
T 7 PUTITEE X RSV O ATis B b g TORT.

PRENARE t=15mm OYE, FofEBERTIZ B3R A LNV BE T 5203, [FIEF
([ E A DOHEMN AT D Z LI L > TREMERET 2720, /SRR L R HEOK
TERIT/NEW. —JF, REREZICITEAEEREL D70, SREIDREL DI
o TMEE TOFNEG HGIEKRT L. SFURIE 1=20mm OFE B FRERIC, Hf&imEC
BT D ETIIEEX RSOV LA CEE AT, 0%, mAERORE &40 &3
fil i AE 23> LRSI IR T 5.

INAUARIEDS 15 mm, 20 mm OWTIDOELEITEN TS, SEREICET S £ T
FHOEIOEBIIIZIA LNV, BE 15 mm OHEFICBWTTEANEL D
(WS TETRDOEREBENDE T L TN, 2O —ATIE, RKREICET DRI
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JERETNA D720, iy R B o = &l B CoBi N & & 24 N T o8t
OIRBEL 720, WELGEROBONELTWDZ LIRS, ZO-DENTIEH D H D
D, TR ST TREREME T4 5. £7-, BEIRER O OB FIZHEN 15
mm, 20mm OWVWTHDOEFETH, THREIIMS>TREL 2D, 2L, Fig3-9nH
B THRARZMELZEROBNCEDHLDOTHY, TOREITUNELI RDITERE .

(@) 1t (b) 1
t=15 mm t=20 mm
08 r 08 b
& 06 \ , 06T
\‘bk — without crack -EL — without crack
04 b —2a=100 mm © 04 F —2a=100 mm
—2a=200 mm —2a=200 mm
02k 2a=300 mm 0.2 2a=300 mm
' — 2a=400 mm ’ ——2a=400 mm
—2a=500 mm — 23=500 mm
0 1 1 1 D 1 1 1
0 05 1 1.5 2 0 05 1 15 2
e le, gfe,
() 1 (d)
t=15 mm t=20 mm
08 r 08
b>' 0.6 b} 0.6
=
= . o ;
© oal — without crack 04 — without crack
) — =100 mm ’ —[=100 mm
— =200 mm —1=200 mm
02+ =300 mm 02 =300 mm
— =400 mm ——1=400 mm
— =500 mm =——1=500 mm
0 L 1 1 0 1 1
0 05 1 15 2 0 05 1 15 2
g /ey, gley

Fig. 3-14 Collapse analysis of a cracked plate employing shell-solid model. (a) /=500 mm, =15
mm. (b) /=500 mm, =20 mm. (c) 2a=500 mm, =15 mm. (d) 2¢=500 mm, =20 mm

F72, Fig. 3-15 I[TIXE R E TCOWHOEEN 2 EHES T LITRT. RO
ICEREFALIZGE ThHo T, BREERZIEMNFROE— RARBN, fHRE LT
filh L T2 & R ARE (2 §il) 5 IS TN A B EGR TE D, ARMHTIXES 72 560
PRI B ENIENT 2 S0 L TN D 72 DI REE IS NEBI MAHE L TR Y, ZofER L LT,
TNHELDLRERER (XX —PNRNVER) ITEB LD EEZ 20N, I
K OMEAIETE HHMENED L, MK TORERKLERD.
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2a=100 mm 2a=200 mm 2a=300 mm

Fig. 3-15 Deformation of post ultimate strength state for crack length 2¢=100-500 mm (/=500

mm, =20 mm)

3.3.4 =XZUIE DL

%I, EREESE 2a=500mm O—EfEE LT, TRV E | 22T HGEGD
Hoe A B P AT A SR L7z AZ»WVt=H2Mm1@ﬁ%%Eg&M@mD’%h%
FURT . EEULEDSFVHF RN O EIDICESL &, BREZAECERICEHBmOTN
MFAELRT < 725, Fig. 3-16 12 E%%f%@%ﬂﬂ%®%ﬁ®w%ﬂ%rﬁ.mgﬁ
15mm, 20mm OWT DA TEH, REHEICET HECXEIEOFEITIZIERS
LR, BRJE 15 mm OG5 TlE, BoEiEEISET AN BIRETE A T, %Wﬁ@
PTHRFEAET S0, EELENFTEDICT S I EREBEMET 5. 2L, K
AT X DN DT= DB ANPRKEVNEIEEXHEOTNNKRE L 8D EITX D, K
i1¥ﬁ@ﬁ BE— RThDHID, ZORBIIMELIESITERELSRD. £,
THEOT T H %%W%’i 24, fERE L TOSRURE t=15,20 mm O
w#h@ﬁaﬁ%,%ﬂﬂﬁi D <NE ERMIBEZR DM IO TIFREL oo T
W5,

I=100 mm [=200 mm [=300 mm

o e B

=400 mm =500 mm

U iy Ml

Fig. 3-16 Deformation of post ultimate strength state for crack position /=100-500 mm (2a=500

mm, =20 mm)
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3.4 4 3 HfE S

X BT 5 I D ERGR AR FRATIC BN T, X 2D A E < il L 722
B, Y VET M LD BAETRERHEA FIRECH D, —J, RO L 5 TR
INSWIEEITIE, A EBSETOINERD L. A TIEY =L — Y ) v RET IV
B L, EREATIHEB SRV ORERGELZITV, BAETREMITIZ W T o728
EEROET MbE TR ) ZEMTET.

A OFEMZ BB L7220 = VBT VO CI, EANEL RD1F Y, WIS,
RAETREDME T 5. £7o, SROMEDERIOEL 22138, REIBER DR EOK
THRBEETH D Z LN phole. IRIZ, ERMOEMEBEATRER Y =L — Y U v NE
TN ER, ERDERETRE SR TR MGE LT, SR/ mOBMME ZE L2056
21X, FHOFEIC L0 EEBEII R T 22, Bilzd BB 52 & cmEzx
FERIFEDORKBENGFOND Z R ghoTz. LB - T, RO Y = VET IV
K Bl A B U W REEARAT T, RIS Z MO 21T > TV AHEERH D
ZEmaRLTz.

Fro, Y=Y Uy RETAZMWVMITIZL Y, SHmOEMEZE LGS,
XN X DR RNV DEMRERE DK T, TORES L0 bAEIC L ZHERRE N
ENR ol THIUTEANERIZ L o> TEHEOTHNRAE L, fERIEEES BT
52 ENERTHD. IWEAEERM O S T, TRPFELZOMM DS HEIES
RICBE RFETAREMERH 2 D1F, FITT v FB IO TEHETROEM L Bbhs. £
DX I EETMICEREFALIZAT 7o —F 2 HOTHEEREICE X LB EE 5
252 E1E, MG OEHEMER L OLEEFHI O DICERERNH D EBZDH.
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BAE  BIRBLUEMWEZX TS EHKEAEZ
B3 DR RN D RAEREEE)

A ARERSE, FrICEEERFRIC WL, B HRENBEEICERT L2 L, 80K
AMICE > CEHNFAET L Z ki))%ﬂ%ﬂ“(b\é ARFETIE, ﬁiﬁﬁ/\@%l_%ﬁ”
BUMRE ARV EZE L, 1R KO EZ R L) 5 B G2 /T 5 3% 1
IZOW TR B ORGEE AT o 7.

T, EHEOREIT R DOHHIBREDOIE STkt L CIEFITNIS W ERET D &,
B’#ﬁfﬁ“é/\zlb ZHIRMEDINZ HivD & EZIR 2O L, &R im0 )EH
IR AEL D, Lo T, SHmOREITILEL, X2V ROMIERET S &
foc‘é 51 AT B DR FERMT AN AM S D BRICIE, I K OBREENE D R 23 FE2E

L??E'fé. Mz T, EHEIRAICEEL, AWVICEMT L2305,

ARETIE, AMETRLEY ==Y )y RETAEILEL, 5liRE L OEME DR L
W B2 ST TR RV D FE IR I K O # 2 faiE 4 5. 2 2Tk, SREEHA
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Fig. 4-1 Aspect ratio of the cracked panels
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4.2 7 AT N EEDEVNT X A JEHE O ISR 25 )
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t=15mm t=15mm
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0.6 0.6
> >
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>
© o4 © 04
o | — Qo =1, shell-solid, \.Ni‘th crack, (P) 02 | — O =1 with crack, (P)
- —— (L = 1, shell-solid, intact, (P} — 0L = 3 with crack, {P)
= O = 1, shell, with crack, (P) — O = 5 with crack, (P)
0 1 1 1 1 [ 1 L 1
0 05 1 15 2 0 0.5 1 1.5 2

g, ley gley

Fig. 4-2 Stress-Strain Profiles of Cracked Panel. (a) =15 mm, (b) =20 mm

Fig.4-3(a), (b) IZ/3F/VEE Lx=1,000mm & 5,000mm 0558 0 Fi #5801 O
PTHAA % 7T . Fig. 4-3(a) \ORT T A7 MEA/NS VRV THE, MO 4%
NIRRT L TWD Z ENGnD. —J7, Fig.d4-3(b) DL T AT FEEAKE W
NENVTIEIEROTHNRE L RY, ISHETRE RO EST D720, BHEOT
HANEHDFVIZEFT L TRELTNDZ ERNGND.

(a) Equivalent plastic strain
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Fig. 4-3 Plastic strain distribution at the ultimate strength, =15 mm (a) a =1, (b) a =5
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Fig. 4-4 |21%, HAKTRERICBIT 5 X EENE COEBRE 3V E S L=1,000
mm 3 X0 5,000 mm OFE THEE L CORY. Fig. 4-4 (a) IR T X I, 7TAXY M
a=1 OF — A TIXE X OBAEREILEAIRE DRI HIKAR L L TKRE <, Fig.4-2(b)
R TII] — O T BRI T B RE RIS b BV ME A HEFF T 5.

—J, TAXY M a=5 OWETHE, &R ALE CHRIE S IZHE > TOT A0k
L, BRSEERIIZRFTEENIERT 5 Z L2k » TR EOBEMERENS /NS o
TWDHZENGND. ZHIZE 5T, Fig 4-2(b) (TR T HERERL DM TRk E < F
THZ LD,

Equivalent plastic strai
(a) (b) quivalen p?j,;;::];:am
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Fig. 4-4 Deformation at the cross section of the cracked panel after ultimate strength, = 15
mm (a) o= 1, (b) o= 5

4.3 53R Y - JEME OV il U sl sREEART

RIZ, SREAT D/ IFMTH L, —EDGRMEZ 2T 7RI BN ENERT S
Yo D)z e LTz,

4.31 0 IR UWEIZRIT D RERE

Fig. 4-5 |2, XS LN ERVIZEB T A EMEM E O AN A S b5, £
FIRFRIRONT 2D 100% 23S #ifaf S AV72 RIS JERME M B A 521 2356 DIt )1 — O A dhi#g
Zoad. NFIO(T)IE Fig. 4-1 OSIEMEASZ T 575 —ATHHZ L 2ERL TN D, it
X FEARIS ) C, BRI R O T B TR OL b L7223, 77 7 OEMOLRIRILS]
SRR, AOEBIIEMEREZ R LTS, 22T, SRAURE = 15mm, «
=10 L LTW5%.

FF, M X SRR U TG | iR B 14 O AR S B (X /KRR “a=1 intact,(T)-
(P), 100%")1%, SIIRMEEE L OHE (iR “o=1intact, (P)")& —E L TWD. ZD
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ZEMD, TRNFELZWIGEIIIBEROTHD 100% D5 B ENMEH L TH,
JEFEREE OZEENIZL LW Z ENg D, —JF, EAPNIFET D82 BO T,
59RO BB XV EMERF OB N2 T 5.

>
t=15mm -E;
©

(C)

-2 gXl/gY -1

(A)

_1-

1 2

— O = 1 with crack, (T)-(P),100%

e OL = 1 intact, (T)-(P),100%

— (O = 1 with crack, (P)

— Ol = 1 intact, (P)

= (L= 1 shell model, with crack, (T)-(P),100%

Fig. 4-5 Stress-Strain profile with the cyclic loading (with crack and intact panels)

Fig. 4-6 (%, v =/—Y U v REFT/ILE T 2 LET /LD EZEPES D 2 DDA
NHELTZ COD THDH. Z 2T COD I, 2 ->DOHEiS M o176 O Ml %
N5, BIEMESRMFET TR, Yo=Y Uy RET/VE Yz /LETILHEO COD (FIFIX
[FLTHDN, =/LET /O COD FEMMTESFMETIZBWTITADELZIRS. Zi
%, V= LET AT EBE L7200, TRENAEWVICZZEZLTND I L &R
LTWa., ZHUFEBEOBSRE L TUIRAELERWERTHY, Vo VET LTI JE
Miafaf T D & AR N OZFE L EfEICET MMETETWRWZ ERNGnd. —F, v
V=2V RETIIVCIIEMME FT COD 28 0.0 &>, I 2bbE&mnEN%
RETETWDLZ ENERTE 5.
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t=15mm

COD

1.5 F

_1 L
—— o = 1 with crack, shell-solid model, (T)-(P), 100%

oL = 1 with crack, shell model, (T)-(P), 100%

Fig. 4-6 COD for cracked panel with cyclic load (shell model and shell-solid model)

Fig. 4-7 (a)~(d) 2%, ZHEOEMZEZERE LK LHETH D Fig. 4-5 OIRHED
7'v1 v ~ “a=1with crack, (T)-(P), 100%” DHF D (A) ~ (D) OIRFEIZKHGET D3RIV

ﬁ@ﬁémﬁm\ﬁl%rf I OAREOEBIIRIRIREBIC D 5 2 L&, HEOMHE
BT EMAERBICH D Z EE2R LTINS,

9, Fig. 4-5 (A) OIRRETIL, %Wﬂiw’%%ﬁiﬁwmbéﬁ%%%®ﬁL’
ISR N FAET D, GIRFEO B — 7 KFIC i1@47@)_r¢i9 = S
JERDIZ AR E U D . RICIEREMTEMER 95 &, Fig.4-5(B) OERET W@@&%#
AT, W@ﬁ@@?é.:@&%,ﬂﬁi@%%’ﬁof% & R E L DB T
DIOIZERITELHA LTS Z EITEE SN, ZOREE% Fig. 4-7 (b) (TR
Z D%, Fig. 4-5 (C) TlE, EMmEL 2T THREMBEICET S, ZOROICIIREL
Fig.4-7(c) \Z7"7. £ LT, Fig.4-5(D) Tid, SEMENMET LAEICES. ZoRE
T@F@4J@)K%Ti5ﬁ, TEUIE TOHEINETI LIS HEFRAET D, 20

, SR E N CIZMMEER L SR/ ONAE L 0, EMWE Mok UIERHo
%M #oTWﬁﬁ@@L%%%f IEDLEEE D,

44



(a)
(€) (d)

-

(b) Equivalent stress
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X

Fig. 4-7 Contour diagram of the stress distribution on the top of panel. (a) Maximum tension
(Fig. 4-5(A)), (b) Crack contact (Fig. 4-5 (B)), (c) Ultimate strength (Fig. 4-5(C)), (d)Post

ultimate strength (Fig. 4-5 (D))

Fig. 4-8 |21%, 7"V B 58RI K OEMM RIS T 2 BHEOT Ao ma o~y .
PEOT AL E RO L o TEAMEGIET U, BRFERNIERT 2 Z L1z ->THI
PR MEREORIMENMET T 5. ZZUXZOWMMEFIC L VO 5. Fig 4-8(a) 12K
SRR ERFOAFX 2 /~3. ZOFo COD I, Fig. 4-6 IZR" T X 912K 1.25mm &7
L. WRICJEREMENERT 5 &, EAm B mREBICH 572 ORIMEIXIR T3 5. L L,
Fig. 4-7 (b) O X D ITEMETE ST L CE /A OEMMA AT 2 &, FEMEhEIXmEE 3
%. Fig. 4-5 (B) (2759 0=1 with crack, (T)-(P), 100%” DA, T 0.06 {1 1T THl:AS
AT B p0E, EEHOBEROFEAZRL TS, DIBEORKIRE £ TOXREL, FHif
FIEDOHBEH L7256 & [REROMN 2~ T 05, Sf&iRE LI OIS T2 3 AR

T5.

Fig. 4-5 OB ~a=1 shell model, with crack, (T)-(P), 100%” (21T ¥ = /L ET /L ZHH L
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T8 O R 2 R, 2 VBT LD — O T ATy = — Y U v R
EF N EIFIER U THDIN, LN ZE SN TW W=D RMEDRIEIL R S 720,
L oT, HEMEIZ 2 L— V) v RETIVICHANE T T5ENMEONS.

Equivalent plastic strain
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Fig. 4-8 Plastic strain distribution on the top of panel, = 15 mm. (a) Opening crack at e./ey =
1.0, (b) Closing crack at /ey = 0.06

4.3.2 F|IEOT B g2

Fig. 4-9 [ZHHIDOFIROT B &2 BEROT 2D 100, 200% (22 7855 DIG I — O
TR EZRT. Fig. 49 (A) OB TEEASRIVITRIROT 2 ey D 100%12472 5 51
A EZZ I TIREE L 725, 100%D 7 — AT, HitW\ CEMimEAER L, Fig.4-9 @
(B) DT &m0l N 3495, Fig. 4-9 (C) 1%, JEMEME F CORKIREZ R L
TUW5. Fig 4-9 (D) TITHEMEIREL T Z OREIREE R

SRR L DB LMD, BIEMELEROT A ey D 200% FTHINLS
— A TOFEBDOEAZMFE LT, Fig. 4-9(E) N2 DL X DR KFIRIREETH S, FIERE
DA EY, Fig. 4-9 (F) X° Fig. 4-10 IZRT X 912, FRREEL, BPERE O3 %, COD
NEINT 5. ey @ 100%3 LY 200%I2351F % COD 1%, FAKFIHEIS ) E CHERIZHEM
L, E—2%IBDT 5. F£iz, ZHOHMAD COD ORREEMN e 5 mUTIEB D LET
HD. L, EEGEIRORDICEBIRNAETL, BEVICRR DM ERNETTNDZ &
ZEWT 5. Fig. 4-10 I3 T L DI, odoy 70 ORESTIEEZIEAOLTWS. 2D
By, BAMDIREE (0doy=0.0) 2D EEIREISET 5 F TOEFEIL, Fig.4-9(G) (2R
TEIC ey DRI LS50, BREBEBIRTT LI LPHRBTED.
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t=15mm

— O =1 with crack, (T)-(P),100%
05 F = OL=1 with crack, (T)-(P), 200%

(E) (A)

_‘I_

Fig. 4-9 Stress-Strain profile due to the change of the tensile strain

3_

COD

t=15mm

2 gley !

_'I L
—— 0 = 1 with crack, (T)-(P),100%
oL = 1 with crack, (T)-(P), 200%

Fig. 4-10 COD due to the change of the tensile strain
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4.3.3 7T AT MO E
T, NV DOT ARY RhEE LS CENT 21T 572, Fig.4-11 1
TANY MEE a=1,3,5 LRLSEIGE O R LATEICET 2067 — 0§ 2B
ZIT, YOS IREMEIL, £t

— —

NN

=

, INFRILD

Za9. 72, Fig.4-12 121X COD DO&ES %R~
NOBEROT D 100%I2457- 5 KEX L LTWA.

t=15mm

2

[ —— 0L = 1 with crack, (T)-(P),100%
| —— Ol =3 with crack, (T)-(P),100%
—— Ol = 5 with crack, (T)-(P),100%

_1 -
Fig. 4-11 Stress-Strain profile varied by aspect ratio of cracked panel
Fig. 4-11 (A) 7%, /"RAOEKGIEMEIRETH 5. Fig. 4-11(B) X, a=1 DT ZN

TV JEREREDMER L2 B0 & il O3 A 2 =7

T AT MK E WA, BIEMELZMZ 5L, FigdR 2R THND LI, &
GBI AN RE L D, T OFER, Fig. 4-11(C), (D) D X 5 ITJEMEMRC & 2L D #fik
R HANC( I A BT 5 2 & 7e O)EMBREICE L, REREZOME HIRT Lok

Aifsons.
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t=15mm ar
= Ol = 1 with crack, (T)-(P),100%
== O = 3 with crack, (T)-(P),100%
= O = 5 with crack, (T)-(P),100%

COD

g,/

Fig. 4-12  COD varied by aspect ratio of cracked panel

Fig.4-13 1%, a =1 BEXO 5 OEGAORKIENRHZBIT 2BEOTH0MmE R LT
W5, XEBNFET D L, MEFMOEENEZNEICETT 5 2 & TRFMERBEIC
720, —Ji TERDGREENIALE TITEMRIREES R T2 5.

Fig. 4-13 (a) (X7 A7 MEEDO/PNE WKL TH Y, BARGEI AN 8 7 17 O s A IR
WEHEIPHIZAIE T 2720813k 0 MPEIR T35, —J5, 7 AT MR REVIRLT
X5 REMERFIC & B O IITE S HERE S LD 2, S RAHEICEERESR T 5729 COD I
3.63mm & IR E S RO DDA TH 5.
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Equivalent Plastic Strain
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Fig. 4-13 Plastic strain distribution on the top of the panel at maximum tension # = 15mm. (a) o=
1, (b)o=5

Fig.4-14 1%, a=1 BLV 5 OBEO TR BRI 2 S RERFOEIX % bt
WL7-bOTHD., SRAOENEEI/NS W a=1 DL &, ZREIRAKTRERTIHE
fitd 2. Fio, BHEOT L, SEXAVDTEIZERF L TWD Z &0 nd. —J7, BA
BORRKE W a=5O%4E, Fig 4-11 1T X 9 12 Hm o gefi 3 2 il el is g 122 L
TWDZ ERTND.
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(a) (b) Equivalent plastic strain
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Fig. 4-14 Deformation at cross section of crack at the ultimate strength, =15 mm. (a) a =1, (b)

a=1>5

4.3.4 /SR IUHRE DB

WU, RENAED RIZT B OWTHNT AT 9. /SRARIE (=20mm DA
BT OV R UAEIZ K D07 — O HEROZE % Fig. 4-15 127, Rk k5 1Z,
t=15mm DL T EALIRE OFHIEIE N FAET 508, t=20mm OHAIIFTEREF I
VST & 2 R I > THRAT 2.

7, Fig.4-15(A) 1L, ey D 100% OBIEMEAZ ST 7ZBREAZ R L TWd. Rk o X
DN, JERERTE D A0 5 & & ZLHE OB T A L, Fig. 4-15 (B) O BB THIMESEIE L,
Fig.4-15(C) DEMETRIKREICET 5. D%, MO FAFAEL, Fig. 4-15(D) @
BB CTHAERICE S

F 72, Fig. 4-15 (B)iX, ey D 200% 24725 5l 0kwm HE 252 ) 7= Bep % 7~ ¥. Fig. 4-15
(F) 1%, HEHafrEOER#ZIC— BRI COBMNREA LT 1% T Ko Bl U7z BRE
ERLTWD. ZOH%OEIET L AL Fig. 4-15(G) TH Y, Fig. 4-15(H) THiLE
T5.
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[ = Ol = 1 with crack, (T)-(P),100%

- O = 1 intact, (T)-(P),100%
- (), = 1 with crack, (P)

A = 1 intact, (P)
- L = 1 with crack, (T)-(P), 200%

Fig. 4-15 Stress-Strain Profile with cyclic loading (with crack and intact panels), = 20mm

72, Fig.4-16 1%, /XFIUHJE t=20mm

DPHITBITHT ALY FEhOFEWZ L S

JEN—OT HRBEMROENE R LTV D, SlRME FTOZEENL, = 15mm &[FEEETH
%. Fig. 4-16 (A) DERGIRMELZITZEETH L. a=1 DA, Fig.4-16(B) DBk
P CxHmNEEALT 5. 7272 L, BAROSGA TR X 2 EAAER AL LIS W,
T AN MR ZE VIRV DGEIZB N TS, B OFREIR%IC S Fig. 4-16 (C) < (D)
DB C & AWM OB AL, FHEREDKRTRIT/NSLSRDT EBDND.

FI, ENENDT AT NRIZBIT D =

20mm DA D COD % Fig. 4-17 \Z/R T

COD DZbIX Fig. 4-12 12779 t=15mm DA EREEE 72D Z LN pnnd.
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t=20mm

1 2

2 g le,
= O = 1 with crack, (T)-(P),100%
e O = 3 with crack, (T)-(P),100%
| —— OL=5 with crack, (T)-(P),100%
Fig. 4-16 Stress-Strain profile varied by aspect ratio of cracked panel, = 20mm
t=20mm " I
o | = o =1 with crack, (T)-(P),100%
O
s | — o =3 with crack, (T)-(P),100%
| —— =35 with crack, (T)-(P),100%
1 1 1 |
Y 2

Fig. 4-17 COD varied by aspect ratio of cracked panel, t = 20 mm
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5.1.1 #E B X RLET L

Fig. 5-1 IZfRbTxige & LB " x Gz md. no o —4—Rlic2 &b LI
4 ROBGEM % E IR OB S LS & U, BAEEM J7 1010 —8R 72 i PN A faf 5 2
Z\T DA EME LTz, Fig. 5-1 3B 2 KD — 2D T /A L#iH A 7~ 9. BhiEsf
I% Tee-bar & L Fig. 5-2 (T R&E S ORI D 4 FIHOMER S1-S4 2N EH W=,
S1 7»H S4 DNEFRTHEM A S, Wil —IRE— AL EBRELSRDET NV ERS5TH
L. BT UAMAR=Z( AR ald 2,550 mm, BHEERS A — R (JFEE SR IOVIE) b1
850mm & L7z. F72bb, Pk & N7 o AMIZHENTZ R SHK L DT AT R
X 0=3 THD. 7=, XFAUWE 1, 121 22,16, 11mm O 3 FEEEHNTNS. ko
T, A/ SRV OMEL fIZENER 151,207,255 &705. ZOREE X LOET
JARIESCHER [11] [69]i2fii~ 7= b D TH 5.

TR G: & LU CFig. 5-1 D c-d-e-f THENDTAILTH D 12+1+1/2 A3, 1/2+1+1/2
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H—=H—=AN—=Z(\bDW% triple span/triplebay E7 V)& 5z, il 1 /LET L
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Trans. Trans Trans. Trans
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Fig. 5-3 Transverse and longitudinal crack damage
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Fig. 5-18 Relationships between reduced ultimate strength and crack length (Longitudinal Crack :
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Fig. 5-20 Relationships between reduced ultimate strength and crack length ((Longitudinal
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Fig. A-9 Deformation and distribution of Mises stress at ultimate strength (Stiffener : S4, #,= 16

mm, Transverse Crack)
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