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Abstract

He3E BgARY Mt £A7RA

NrHoz xdsgo] s}%F Direct Numerical

Simulationg %A Borow/Alumimum H473 EgARe @ATEL To Btk FX4E
e EFARE AuowA EA=2 /AR, §F AHd st HEXNE olg&A BA
XNg FIFgen, EFHEFA A 7§ gk 2 thF A A 8 4 (Representative Volume Element)E
AR 2E HES vzEgd. EFUIY A, AFEFE IAFAREN)E AT vnA
EAAE e A4FF 2elE el ol Ed¥HE fFERAAM A JEAE
o] AR 7] WlEolgl= AL A d(Numerical Experiment)& £33 ¢ 4 Aot

1. A&

awd AR7s BERAse A$, BEAXNE
AEsHA Fet7] AT g whgo] Ao
Stk 53], A&k £X9 EZAE ol &M A
723 5gAse EHAXNE File £
de] AMeEHo A ged, A5 5444 o
& 7zt FAAES FAAHvof vt
T AL 7E HHeE g &, EEAE I&
BolA MHf7F A& A FH ¥ (Volume Fraction)
< 29 BEAXE 7Y & JA do ol{ £
FHANME AR £X9 HAAYPETL N2
Ba(efi= e = &) RS $£4F W
A3y AdgHo] g J1AEA B
6 f= o o). 31HY EF
HHo2 I EH4XE A AFASENT
o] Agoz 79 %I F AT B, UYniA A
FEL Agoz 33 REFE FFE AoE
Helt oA AA BEgAE FRBAME A

ot FAY W] AFgHo AeFHo) 7
AdstA] 4] fFolnt. olgt L nvFAF $Y
EXo A% 5#E sy g el uF
atAl ATHoA stEd, xrlde ¥EYY @
AE wge § AMAHA A7 gREA
o 26l E)dM = Sun[1]9) H$9 Zo] o
F ) A 8 A(Representative Volume Element)E ©]-&
& FAHAQ] PYPEo] Bol AEH: U
a8y ol WYEL HEAY =2, £8F
7t g0l 9a38te A7l RVES £ Yyuy=z
THHoz UEEHE YPHO FREAT HgE
F e d3dol gtk olgj@ RVEE AMEsiA
HH& sle olfre EAS FREL AH9
FANA AFAoz mdgsA HHL 835
Zlde 98 71x olfz EssFr] el
g9, 498 B84 BHXE P Wyge 2
& AEE AHEstdEE AF6E vdA HE,
Al A¥E& dloF 3t BAZE0] o 29
T FSEEE ddste @FH st=do sledn
HE F2E Mo PG gxnE T AL
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2 EgAs wAAQd FRENA EdPE}Y
g T2 JAF AsE 4¥ B2E 4
A4 X B AKDirect Numerical Simulation)7} A=
I Q2]

B dFdaEe BgAe 229 DNSI $¢
% AP Numerical Experiment)e EdA AH7
3 EgAse BPAE Fae WHS AN
1, d7e] vag T8 71&9 EFHWAF RVE
g AHgEe PHEdA AMST J1E SRS
et disiA AES B

2. EEHE S EIEM HE
2.1 EEHE

Akl EFYH L gAA AFH AAY, F
AR A A JAdxrt eesA TEA
29 A=A wAdtn sHRFE Aoln. ol
g Fzos g@sY o g

C=vC +v,C" (1)
Q714 Ce HEAEAN, C'st C"e Hfrg 2A
o] EZoln v} v, A/ ZAY Ay
o sigac gy o FPe Mg o
A< AAZ sledx REY. @9, 39
Voigt-Reuss 2o #d w8 713 &
d &8 ZHEe @A AL @AAFES ©
&3 2ol FEHAI)

E1 = VfEf+ VmEm (2)
V12 = Vs Vst Uy Uy 3
1/G12= Vf/G/‘*’ Vm/Gm (4)

1 _[[ry 2\ 20 v
Ey (Ef E,,,) EE,(0/Er+ v,E )

(%)

V21='VE_13‘E2 (6)

4714 ok AR 125 27 AALE, el 5
g W A B A49% Q345
g A3, Ex A% A% Bgezd
ARASE H2AA B 2R Gpe AL

HEZ YeEdn, v& Told M E FlTL 53,
(B9 2% EATLE i FAY Lo
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2 5ol ALY o, A/ BAAlo)g Eeop
Hl zpolo] o AAE ;e Aol & 5 4l
h. & dF9AE Voigt-Reuss £2¢ F8 ¢
& 2 DNSl 9% Aol umatge.

2.2 DNSE 0|88t x| A¥

DNSE 58 sA43E& ol§3s] EQAE 7
@ g, A4HY Yol RVEE AHgdte W
Hie €9 oWd 3¢ JIdx dagel &
AA o] A Fotez o] gEL ANYE 4
o EAT i ZIAY EFEAd d43s 5
R A W AeFFrt G222,
ANHA BAIA A87F AAd] W FL@
A& BY F A& BHF FE HS AGd
g BZHY A=A BEHolo i ng
A 48 2 HIEE HMAA Foi A 2
2, 53 AAAY go] oid 5H AHd dig
HEA=2 Addd

; =—lt;fvf(x,y,z)a’V "

&, o] ¢ A AP FX = Heterogeneousdt A
A BFAE FZET TLY Strain energyE 7t
A= Homogeneous3tE materiald] W T} S8
o] gr, MAPFANE FTHA & @A
{99 Heterogeneous®d T2 ES @At F
gsirtes Aol FHEH k] ¥ AFdME
ARHYZAE ol g3 EHXNE F3At AAH
< FHHude AA AFo| opy, FHEXSG
HYs Ex7 AT FE9 AFHo|d.

Fig. 1 FEM mesh for unit cell
BgAE 7259 DNSE 437 AsfiMe
Wy FEAE f4802 § F Ue =7t
gasitt Kiml4] & 7|&9 ZJEHYS vt
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He Mwsigdn. B d7dME dFEIAEIY
< ZRegd Y, EPAE FXELS Fig 1
o Mg} o] 2084 Solid 8KAE AHEdlY =29
Falgon, &9l celld wWigstE WAL square
array 9247} hexagonal array B4 2714 & A}
g8t 283 A48 Agd HH 2 7IAE
ZtZy Borond} Aluminume2 FASS glow
A7t AR RIA6E 047011 Z4Fe EA
X% Table. 19] YEMY Qi)

Material E(GPa) v
Boron 379.3 0.1
Aluminum 68.3 0.3

Table. 1 Material properties for
boron and aluminnum

<Tensile tests for E; and vp>

square array
ARE : 107,018

hexagonal array
AHE : 112,566

Fig. 2 FEM Mesh for E| and vy

Ao AL FFoA: BdPL Fig. 20 Y
B i, AAzAL @ ABCDAE AF3e
WS UFF goz F3u AFWIoer dd
ABCDS¢} w3 B & &9 abedoll dside A+
ek WE AIANAY. £XAFE FHA @
ox ZAF}(Fig. 3)E BYE Y9 AFHL A
f7F 2231 dve AL ¢ F Aok HYE
BE¥E od ABCDS Hud BE G o3
A AR e i @, dHe SHEEY
HEE BE¥y §@84 AF d&M 5L
e 8 Yelez AAYFXNE 7 do] A
S fEed 2Y AAAfHoZ ATt
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hexagonal array
Fig. 3 Normal stress ;) distributions

o} A%l glolM, Ty VB ES 4
2 ohga i3]

eh=el=¢ey (8)

Oy =013=0 (9)
Aeagez AR A9 £7 flve
Afe AT WwgoRo AFEHoY
8o gitkE AHolth 94714 A WA 1A
nEFAE AAZRAE FA7 AES HEO
1R 3Q3 wEEHA vk #XNL4EE F
3 A AAPF SFHUS AW H™E, oy°
538e+9 Pagidl W& oyt 174e-4 Pa, opE
122e-4 Pacl=z (9)2 ZHAHE 713 L EF
stk 2L 48 & o

rxl_:i
U.u

do mo 2 N

<Tensile tests for Ey>
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U8 2dE Aggen, AAzALE dW
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DCcd$} ©@% ABbadl ¥zde F 4%t
FA49e A= Fig 49 Jdehd Qo E&
A o, EFRHA Y NENFELS GEH
23]

Ch=03=0y (10)
5{1‘:53:511 (1)
a1 = 0'12=0 (12)

21008 713 e HH9 FHF Pgozg <
F&ol Fddde 7HAHelxm, AUy R e
Afdgoze YWARYEIL A dAsgE
7ZHRdE, 2119 L AR ZAALele]
ol% wle] ol mBFE FAA HRAIA
i 2%E Y, 459 £49 9F A o
A d¥Es 2dEA goe AL ¢ F Ao
Q3¢9 A%, square arrayl e HHEE)
A Hdigto] 71X R HAge] vHA o
2 SR & & 7HX™ hexagon arrayd] %
Sole dF 348] A=x Xoj7t dr} oJRE
210022 EFHE EFYAY J1E/NH) B
23R goe AL 9u g

27848

B e
e

square array

hexagon array
Fig. 4 Normal stress gy distributions
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gH, 29 ¥¥E 21L& YeEhiE 4ane
7hgol WA v B7] H8lA Fig 5ol vehy
RAe AHte JA¥gEe] REE 49 na

square array hexagon array

Fig. 5 Normal strain &; distributions

Fig. 5% B¥ @98 ABCDS ©@4% abed 29
Ae AP RS dASA @A BXgde R
< ¢ F A%, A7 AFEYer Q) o B
ol ¥¥ & #U&E ¢ & Uk 2y EFE X9
i 9@ ABCDYl Hyg ddg FHozZ »
HAWYErl vlny #9434 £Xsta Qo
E 4 Utk mEhA] HANyze B¥J} v
H I i diMT AAPRE 3
,A0DE E88 71EAE ¢EAA Edx
F At} 01§ WAooz AR AJHFI
HY,  o0p7t 144e+10Paddl wl&, o0l
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<Shear test for Gp>

square array
A% ¢ 127,795

hexagon array
AHFE ;132,809

Fig. 6 FEM Mesh for Gpy
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gy o, 343 FAXAL Fig. 79 v
RAAG 27INZ UFolx] e R F,
Areal & BAAF|: vtFE B WY Area2d
E 43E ddgde] FEH=E BIEFE A
3 & 299 Areald Area2 RFo] HYZRAL
& AR UFolA 43 Bt

Clamped

Boudary
Conditons

Shear
Force

Displacement boundary

conditions are applied

Fig. 7 Boundary conditions for GlZ
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oy=o0n=0 (14)

A13) M BEF AL AFSHEEI Y3
o 713§ AL =3 DNSE 5% £34E
Z2FHE B9 AT 1L gFEHA B A
€ & F Atk Fig 89 JEhd AAE 2717 A3
Az 250 gy Aegdtes 4% g4
(Fig. 6914 ABE T @slc @) Ay Ad$
Yo X E By AAzZHo] Fold AAW =
Aol AE-9F ZAjAlolol AxtgFHo] FF
€ & 9 Ut Case 18] F$oles AAzA] o
ol ofy7] WE MAHez Agdsy Fx7}
YA FEE FAFE FEO] Area2 WP 2
7t A¢AA Y, Case [ HLolE Fo
W9 BAxdo] A% gHonz gdIHE F4
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Case II hexagon array
Fig.8 Shear stress 0y distributions
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Table. 2 Elastic moduli for Boron/Aluminum composite (fiber volume fraction = 0.47)

Elastic Square Square  Hexagonal Hexagonal The rule of Elasticity Mechanical Experi
Constants array array array array mixture  approach  approach xperl[r;l]ent
(GPa) Present Ref[1] Present Ref[1] Eq(2)~(6) Ref(5] Ref[7] Ref
E, 215 215 215 215 214 215 214 216
E, 144 144 134 137 130 1391(1314) 135 140
Gy 54.2 57.2 54,0 54.0 437 539 511 52.0
Gy 463 459 517 525 - 54.6(50.0) - -
Vig 0.20 0.19 0.20 0.19 021 0195 0.19 0.29
Vg 0.25 029 0.32 0.34 - 0.31(028) - -
* BF Q9 FE AP Uit
3. 23 vjln ¥ HE dtl. ojAE DNSE B% FXAFNA 4FHE
AAY, EFYAAA Y AR Ee] BBEA AT
wg 4438 @Az Fed B4xe T AL g€
d5a7 9% A7t o) s g, FANRAN A Aol square amayd 7
Hashin® Roseno] 9]3]A Energy variational £ A 22 hexagonal arrayol] ¥l3 £ 3H

principles& °1 &8 EA4XE AU FHA
th(5] 228l Whimey$t Rileyt TAAQ 249
2 422 58 @8 TaRed[6), Sun $& A
zodgde AL B, AF =AA] B
o A% YNYAL AEd FHAE AL
Sarh{y) &%, SN AFT uie} go] H24
= $F2AEE o] §F £ 0] RVEE A8
Ha Bo| AEHOA gow, 53] Sun T
RVEY Wy gye mase ZFAzIE 739
Akl AT TFd WEEd A FE
Borow/Alumimm 24728 2¢As9 BHANES
Table. 20] v}, A3t

2R, Agds AAAS E 9 Aol £
Ao A AL g R2IMFE0] §2Er] Wi &
gyl osl 7@ @ o PPsd g8 7
& gto] @ Axsm APA ) vnsd: A o
s Ae ¢ 4 o a28n EF U@
AFAg oz THAAE y,= F AT WY,
e BAAEY Aed Y o8 FHA
2AAS] APAY e wEsd 98 7@

=T g @ Aol ndge A T 5
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ol An7} e WyEd g Axs 427
o wlake] Aolz} wol Wrks Ae & 4 vk
olRe W A7 BEARe A9 BS
o square amay9t 2L AFHAL transversely
isotropic3t#] 9¥7] wWiolt}h. ¥, Sun Fo] RVE
g olgatd AP At £ 479 ZAL

=

A2s YA AL Sun 5] RVES HE&F A
Azl gFsitts AL orjgrt

DNSE 58 Gp& 78 W, 27149 d& 3
AzAL FgHA s¥e FERt 349 ¥
o JgFA 7§ BEYAL A FLE &T 7t
Ae AL RVEE ol &84 dAE T Hg= €
g AAzA ARsA goe AL ognidd.

4. ZE

2gARe Has s ARHes 2Y
Ysia) YA FRES B4 Hes: DNS
g B8 G dads BYARY BHAE
T +AAYe FAA AR H4d
e AREd d¥ BIde ARSIt &



H3e A/4E AFASs Eo dsye 73
€0 frasie AL ¢ & U DNSE &%
Y Erto] ol RVEE o] &% XAy
A Hgde BAzAA g H§3Y AEAE
g8dE + Ao
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