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Evaluation of Mode | Interlaminar Fracture Toughness for Carbon
Fabric/Epoxy Composite for Tilting Train Carbody
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Fig. 1. Configuration of double cantilever beam specimen
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Fig. 3. Set-up for Mode [ interlaminar fracture test
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Fig. 4. Load-displacement curve of DCB specimen with 12.5um
thick inserter

Fig. 5. Crack tip locations of DCB specimen with 12.5:m thick
inserter observing from an optical travelling scope
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Fig. 6. Load-displacement curve of DDCB specimen with 25.0um
thick inserter

Fig. 7. Crack tip locations of DCB specimen with 25.0um thick
inserter observing from an optical travelling scope
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