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Abstract

The effects of strain rate dependency and inelasticity on the transient responses of composite laminated plates are
investigated. A micromechanics model which accounts for the transverse shear stress effect, the effect of strain rate
dependency and the effect of inelasticity is used for analyzing the mechanical responses of the fiber and matrix constit-
uents. The accuracy of the micromechanics model under transverse shear loading is verified by comparing the results
with those obtained using a general purpose finite element code. A higher order laminated plate theory is extended to
capture the inelastic deformations of the composite plate and is implemented using the finite element technique. A com-
plete micro—macro numerical procedure is developed to model the strain rate dependent behavior of inelastic composite
laminates by implementing the micromechanics model into the finite element model. Parametric studies of the transient
responses of composite plates are conduced. The effects of geometry, ply stacking sequence, material models, boundary
conditions and loadings are investigated. The results show that the strain rate dependency and inelasticity influence the
transient responses of composite plates via two significantly different mechanisms.
© 2005 Elsevier Ltd. All rights reserved.
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1. Introduction

Due to their light weight, excellent strength to weight ratio and energy absorption capability, heteroge-
neous materials such as fiber-reinforced and woven composites are increasingly being used in impact related
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applications. Currently, there is an effort to develop polymer matrix composite (PMC) fan-containment sys-
tems to reduce the weight and cost while maintaining the high levels of safety associated with current sys-
tems. The polymer composite in the engine containment system is very susceptible to projectile impact such
as failed blades separating from the rotor during operation. Therefore, efficient design, test and analysis
procedures are urgently needed for modeling the high-speed impact of composite materials. The types of
polymer matrix composites that are used in such an application have a deformation response that is non-
linear and that varies with strain rate. Thus, it is important to develop a framework for simulating and pre-
dicting the deformation and failure behavior of polymer matrix composite structures subjected to impact
loadings. The analysis methodology must be able to account for strain rate effects, material nonlinearities
and transverse shear stresses, which are important in impact problems. The computational efficiency, which
is critical in the micro—macro numerical analysis of such a problem, particularly when used in a design envi-
ronment, must be considered. The objective of this work is to develop an efficient micro-macro numerical
framework addressing the issues discussed above and to investigate their effects on the transient response of
laminated composite plates.

Extensive reviews of various theories proposed for evaluating the characteristics of composite lami-
nates, including the Laplace transform technique (Chow, 1971), the method of characteristics (Wang
et al., 1972), equivalent single-layer laminate theories (Reddy, 1997) and 3-D finite element methods,
can be found in Noor and Burton (1989), Kapania and Raciti (1989), Reddy (1990), Mallikarjuna and
Kant (1993), and Varadan and Bhaskar (1997). Due to their computational efficiency and accuracy,
equivalent single-layer laminate theories have been widely used for the macroscopic characterizations
of composite laminates. As is well known, the classical laminated plate theory (CLPT) (Kant and Khare,
1994), which is an extension of classical plate theory (CPT) (Khdeir and Reddy, 1991; Khdeir et al., 1992),
neglects the effects of transverse shear strains. Due to a high ratio of in-plane Young’s moduli to trans-
verse shear moduli for most composite laminates, the transverse shear deformations for a composite are
more pronounced compared to those of isotropic plates. To address this issue, the first order shear defor-
mation theory (FSDT) (Whitney, 1969), based on the work of Pao (1972) and Flugge (1967), assumes lin-
ear in-plane displacements through the laminate thickness. Using FSDT, the transient responses of
rectangular composite plates have been investigated by Reddy (1982, 1983). Since constant transverse
shear stresses are assumed, shear correction coefficients are needed to rectify the unrealistic variation
of the shear strains and shear stresses through the thickness. In order to overcome these limitations,
several higher order theories (HOTs) (Reddy, 1984; Chattopadhyay and Gu, 1994), assuming cubic
through-the-thickness variations in displacements, have been developed. In HOTs, the conditions of zero
transverse shear stresses on the top and bottom surfaces are imposed, eliminating the need for shear cor-
rection coefficients while maintaining computational efficiency. Kant and Mallikarjuna (1991), Kant et al.
(1988), Kommineni and Kant (1993), Mallikarjuna and Kant (1990), Kant et al. (1990), Kant et al. (1992)
investigated the linear and nonlinear transient responses of composite plates using a C° HOT finite ele-
ment method. However, the effect of strain rate dependency of the composite material, which is essential
in the impact problem, was not addressed.

The micromechanics approach has been applied to compute the deformation response of composites in
which the material response is nonlinear. In micromechanics models, the overall properties and responses of
the composites are computed based on the properties and responses of the individual constituents. Plasticity
and viscoplasticity based constitutive equations can be used to compute the nonlinear response of the ma-
trix constituent (assuming the fiber is linear elastic, as is usually the case for polymer matrix composites),
and homogenization methods can then be applied to compute the overall (nonlinear) response of the com-
posite. The methodology is based on defining a unit cell in the composite material. The behavior of the unit
cell can be assumed to be equivalent to the response of a specific point in the composite laminate. Several
variations of this approach have been reported. The method of cells (MOC) was developed by Aboudi
(1989) for unidirectional fiber-reinforced composites with elasto-viscoplastic constituents. Pindera and
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Bednarcyk (1999) reformulated the MOC using simplified uniform stress and strain assumptions, resulting
in considerably improved computational efficiency. By applying a similar approach and discretizing the
composite unit cell into three subcells, a two-dimensional elastic—plastic model was developed by Sun
and Chen (1991). This model was then extended to three dimensions by Robertson and Mall (1993). A more
precise elastic micromechanics model was proposed by Whitney (1993) where the unit cell was divided into
an arbitrary number of rectangular, horizontal slices. Mital et al. (1995) used a slicing approach to compute
the effective elastic constants and microstresses (fiber and matrix stresses) in ceramic matrix composites. In
this work, a mechanics of materials approach was used to compute the effective elastic constants and micro-
stresses in each slice of a unit cell. Laminate theory was then applied to obtain the effective elastic constants
for the unit cell as well as the effective stresses in each slice. Goldberg et al. (2003, 2004), Goldberg (2000)
extended this slicing approach to include the material nonlinearity and strain rate dependency in the defor-
mation analysis of carbon fiber-reinforced polymer matrix composites, and this advanced micromechanics
model was implemented into CLPT for the analyses of symmetric thin laminated plates subject to in-plane
loading. Kim et al. (2004) incorporated the effect of transverse shear stresses into this model and imple-
mented it into a refined HOT to investigate the constitutive relationship of the laminated plate when loaded
at various strain rates.

In this paper, the effects of strain rate dependency and inelasticity on the transient responses of compos-
ite laminated plates are investigated using a micro-macro numerical procedure. Firstly, the inelastic con-
stitutive model used to model the nonlinear, strain rate dependent deformations of the polymer matrix
constituent, and the previously developed micromechanics model which considers the effects of transverse
shear stresses, strain rate dependency and material inelasticity are briefly described. The accuracy of the
micromechanics model under transverse shear loading is verified by comparing the results with those ob-
tained using the commercial finite element code ABAQUS/Explicit (Anonymous, 2003). Next, the imple-
mentation of the micromechanics model into a nonlinear HOT based finite element model, in order to
improve the ability of the methodology to analyze polymer matrix composites subjected to impact loadings,
is presented. Finally, parametric studies of the transient responses of composite laminated plates with var-
ious geometries and stacking sequences, using various material models, under various boundary conditions
and subjected to suddenly applied loadings of various magnitudes, are addressed. It is expected that the
results obtained from this procedure can be used to provide optimum design guidelines for composite lam-
inated plates subject to impact loadings.

2. Nonlinear micromechanics model

A brief description of the nonlinear micromechanics model is presented. The model includes strain rate
dependency, inelastic material behavior and the effect of transverse shear stresses. More detailed informa-
tion can be found in Goldberg et al. (2003, 2004), Goldberg (2000), Kim et al. (2004).

2.1. Constitutive equations to analyze nonlinear deformation of polymer matrix constituent

To analyze the nonlinear, strain rate dependent deformation of the polymer matrix constituent, the
Bodner—Partom viscoplastic state variable model (Bodner, 2002), which was originally developed to ana-
lyze the viscoplastic deformation of metals above one-half of the melting temperature, has been modified
(Goldberg et al., 2003). In state variable models, a single unified strain variable is defined to represent all
inelastic strains (Stouffer and Dame, 1996). Furthermore, in the state variable approach there is no defined
yield stress. Inelastic strains are assumed to be present at all values of stress, the inelastic strains are just
assumed to be very small in the “clastic”” range of deformation. State variables, which evolve with stress
and inelastic strain, are defined to represent the average effects of the deformation mechanisms.
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In the modified Bodner model, the components of the inelastic strain rate tensor, S,Ip are defined as a
function of the deviatoric stress components s;, the second invariant of the deviatoric stress tensor J,
and an isotropic state variable Z, which represents the resistance to molecular flow. The components of
the inelastic strain rate are defined as follows:

1/Z\*" Sij
1 2 _ - i B 1
b= DOGXPl z(?—e) ](zrjﬁ“‘s“)’ M

where Dj and n are both material constants, with D, representing the maximum inelastic strain rate and »
controlling the rate dependence of the material. The effective stress, o, is defined as

O = \/ 3J2+\/§OCO'kk, (2)

where o is a state variable controlling the level of the hydrostatic stress effects and gy is the summation of
the normal stress components which equals three times the mean stress. Note that the inelastic strains need
be added to the elastic strain tensor to obtain the total strains.

The evolution rate of the internal stress state variable Z and the hydrostatic stress effect state variable o
are defined by the following equations:

Z=q(z, - 2)é, 3)
&= q(oy — a)él, 4)

where ¢ is a material constant representing the “hardening” rate, and Z; and «; are material constants rep-
resenting the maximum value of Z and o, respectively. The initial values of Z and « are defined by the mate-
rial constants Z, and . The term ¢! in Egs. (3) and (4) represents the effective deviatoric inelastic strain
rate, which is defined as

ol — %él o

[ 3 ijrij (5)
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where s}j are the components of the inelastic strain rate tensor &, and is the mean inelastic strain rate. In
many state variable constitutive models developed to analyze the behavior of metals (Stouffer and Dame,
1996), the total inelastic strain and strain rate are used in the evolution laws and are assumed to be equal to
their deviatoric values. As discussed by Li and Pan (1990), since hydrostatic stresses contribute to the
inelastic strains in polymers, indicating volumetric effects are present, the mean inelastic strain rate cannot
be assumed to be zero, as is the case in the inelastic analysis of metals. Further information on the
constitutive model, along with the procedures required to obtain the material constants, can be found in
Goldberg et al. (2003).

2.2. Micromechanics model

To compute the effective strain rate dependent, nonlinear, deformation response of polymer matrix
composites based on the responses of the individual constituents, a micromechanical model, which was
originally proposed to analyze the in-plane deformations of fiber-reinforced composite materials, has been
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modified (Kim et al., 2004). The ability to describe the transverse shear behavior, which is important in the
impact problem, has been added to the modified micromechanics model.

In the modified micromechanics model, the composite laminas are assumed to have a periodic, square
fiber packing and a perfect interfacial bond. The unit cell is defined to consist of a single fiber and its sur-
rounding matrix. The unit cell is divided into several rectangular, horizontal slices of equal thickness as
shown in Fig. 1. Due to symmetry, only one-quarter of the unit cell needs to be analyzed. Each slice is then
separated into two subslices, one composed of fiber material and the other composed of matrix material.
The fiber is assumed to be transversely isotropic, linear elastic and rate independent (common assumptions
for carbon fibers) with a circular cross-section. The matrix is assumed to be an isotropic, rate dependent,
inelastic material and can be characterized using the equations described in the previous section. The rela-
tions between the local strains, ¢, and ), and the local stresses, o}; and o}/, in the fiber and matrix, respec-
tively, are described as follows:

e =St ik l=1,...3, o
agf[:S%J%—l-sng, ijk1=1,...,3, 7

where ST, and Sll.\;fd represent the components of the compliance tensors of the fiber and matrix constituents,
respectively. F,I/M represents the inelastic strains in the matrix constituent.

The assumptions for the in-plane behavior of the unit cell are made on two levels, the slice level and the
unit cell level. At the slice level, along the fiber direction (direction 1), the strains are assumed to be uniform
in each subslice, and the stresses are combined using volume averaging. The in-plane transverse normal
stresses (direction 2) and in-plane shear stresses (direction 12) are assumed to be uniform in each subslice,
and the strains are combined using volume averaging. The out-of-plane normal strains (direction 3) are as-
sumed to be uniform in each subslice, and the volume average of the out-of-plane stresses in each subslice is
assumed to be zero. For example, for a specific slice i, these assumptions on the relationships among the
stresses and strains in the fiber and matrix, o}, o}', & and &', the equivalent stresses and strains of the
slice, ¢ sﬁj, and the fiber volume fraction of the slice, V', can be expressed as follows:

i
ij
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\
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AN\ - N
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naay NN
AN NN\
Unit Cell Sliced Unit Cell Sliced Unit Cell
Circular Fiber Rectangular Fiber Slices

— NN

NN >
AMMT. Slice of Unit Cell

Portion of Sliced Unit Cell Analyzed

Fig. 1. Schematic showing relationship between unit cell and slices.
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On the unit cell level, the in-plane strains for each slice are assumed to be constant and equal to the equiv-
alent in-plane strains of the unit cell. The equivalent in-plane stresses of the unit cell are computed by using
volume averaging of the in-plane stresses of each slice. That is,

&1 &y
&n = 8122 , i:1,...,Nf+1,
e12 Siz
)

o1 N+l 11

[ 1
0 ¢ = E oy | h

i=1 i

012 01y

where o;; and ¢; are the equivalent in-plane stresses and strains in the unit cell, respectively. Ny represents
the number of fiber slices in the quarter of the unit cell which is analyzed, and k} represents the ratio of the
thickness of the slice 7 to the total thickness of the quarter of the unit cell.

Similar two-level assumptions are also proposed for the transverse shear behavior in the unit cell. Along
the directions 13 (subscript 13) and 23 (subscript 23), the stresses are assumed to be uniform in each slice
(and its subslices), and the strains are combined using volume averaging. That is, for the slice 7, these
assumptions are expressed as follows:

M i
033 = 033 = 033,
_ i i\ M
'923 =V '923 (1=Vey, (10)
oF — oM _ 4
13— 013 = 0p3
o i iF i\ M
813 Vie + (1= Vi)es

At the unit cell level, along the direction 13, the strains are assumed to be uniform for all slices, and the
stresses are combined using volume averaging. Along direction 23, the stresses are assumed to be uniform
for all slices, and the strains are combined using volume averaging. These assumptions can be expressed
using the following equations:

023 0'33 .
T L R
&13 &3
N¢+1 i
és | e W
= i L
013 -1 (013

Solving a series of equations describing the assumptions (Egs. (8)—(11)) and the constitutive equations
for the fiber and matrix (Egs. (6) and (7)), the relationships between the equivalent stresses and the equiv-
alent strains of the unit cell are obtained

(11)
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where E}j represents the equivalent inelastic strains in the unit cell. Q;; denotes the effective stiffness matrix of
the unit cell. Detailed information on the equivalent constitutive model of the unit cell, along with the pro-
cedures to obtain 811.]. and Qj;in Eq. (12) and the validation of the assumptions of the micromechanics model,
can be found in Goldberg et al. (2003) and Kim et al. (2004).

The advantage of this type of modeling approach over other micromechanics methods is in reducing the
complexity of the analysis and increasing the computational efficiency significantly. The in-plane behavior
of each slice is decoupled, so the in-plane response of each slice can be determined independently, resulting
in a series of small matrix equations instead of one large system of coupled equations. The transverse shear
behavior of the unit cell can be expressed explicitly due to the simplicities of the transverse shear constitu-
tive equations.

2.3. Verification of the micromechanics model under transverse shear loadings

Some validations of the micromechanics model have been conducted under in-plane loading conditions
(Goldberg et al., 2003). The results obtained using the present micromechanics model showed a good cor-
relation with the experimental results. However, no experimental results are currently available for the val-
idation of the micromechanics model under transverse shear loadings. The commercial finite element
software ABAQUS/Explicit (Anonymous, 2003) and alternative theoretical results were used to verify
the transverse shear moduli obtained using the micromechanics model (Kim et al., 2004). In the present
paper, the accuracy of the micromechanics model is further established by comparing the stress—strain
curves along the 23 direction, computed using the current micromechanics model at various strain rates,
with results obtained using ABAQUS (Anonymous, 2003). Previous results (Kim et al., 2004) have shown

ALK AT AT
ESTISIIS
t‘t‘é‘q‘ g.*,.:-

Vo Vo

(ReS

1TF

Vo

Fig. 2. Analysis model used.
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that when loading is applied on an assemblage of 3 X 3 or more unit cells, the central unit cell undergoes a
realistic deformation and the results converge. Therefore, an assemblage of 3 X 3 unit cells is used in the
finite element model in ABAQUS(Anonymous, 2003). A velocity Vj, which is calculated from a specified
strain rate, is applied to each side of the analytical model as shown in Fig. 2 (which is a very thin plate with
the front and back surfaces being fixed along the out of plane direction). The equivalent stresses and strains
at the central unit cell are calculated as follows:

o3 = Z 023[%/2 Vi,
Y23 = Z”/zsiVi/Z Vi,

where the summation is over the elements i. The quantities V;, o,3; and y,3; represent the volume of the ele-
ment, the transverse shear stress and the transverse shear strain in element i, respectively. Details on the
specific verification studies that were conducted can be found later in this article.

(13)

3. Finite element formulations

A micro-macro numerical procedure is developed based on the micromechanics model and HOT.
Firstly, the HOT is extended to consider the inelastic deformations. The equivalent inelastic constitutive
relationship for the composite laminated plate is obtained. Next, a nonlinear finite element model based
on the extended HOT is developed. The nonlinear micromechanics model is then implemented into the non-
linear finite element procedure.

3.1. Refined higher order laminated plate theory

In HOT, cubic through-the-thickness variations are assumed to describe the in-plane deformations, and
the out of plane deformation is assumed to be independent of the laminate thickness. The displacement field
is expressed as follows:

u(x7J’7Za t) = Mo(xa% t) + 2y (xay’ t) + Zzlﬁxz(x,y, )+ Zalﬁx3(x7y7 t)’

v(x, 3,2, 1) = vo(x, 3, 1) + 2, (X, 3, 0) + 25 (x, 1, 1) + 2 ,5(x, , 1), (14)

w(x,y,z, t) = WO(xayv t),
where ¢ is time. u, v and w are the displacements of the point (x, y,z) in the plate, and u, vy and w, are the
corresponding values in the mid-plane. The z-coordinate is normal to the plane of the plate and measured
from the mid-plane along the thickness. The quantities V.1, Y2, V.3, Y1, Y52, and 3 are the correspond-
ing higher-order terms in the Taylor’s series expansion. Application of the stress-free boundary conditions,

013|:=1n/2 = 023|-=+/2 = 0 (Where 4 is the total thickness of the plate), at the top and bottom surfaces, re-
sults in the simplified expression for the displacement field described in Eq. (14)

ow\ 47
u=u +Z<% _6x> _ﬁ%’

ow 4z 15
UUO+Z<wyay>3hzlpy, ( )

w =Wy,
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where the values of i, and i, can be thought of as quantification of the magnitudes of transverse shear
stresses present in the laminate, and zero values of the two quantities reduce the above formulation of
HOT into the CLPT. The definitions of ¥, and i, can be expressed as follows:

ow

lpx = lpxl +a7
¢ (16)

w

lpy = lpyl +$

The strains in the composite plate are then determined by differentiating the displacements described in
Eq. (15), resulting in the following expressions:

g =& + 2V 4 2
& = 8;0) +ze§l) +z3sg3),
g6 = &) +zel) + 26, (17)
&4 = 84(‘0) + zzsf),
&5 = 820) —|—228(52>,
where the strains are expressed using conventional engineering notations (that is, 1 =11, 2=22, 6 =12,
4 =23 and 5=13) and

L0 _ Ouyg L _ o, 62_W RON 4 9y,

‘1 o R 342 Ox

o _ O o Y, w5 40y,

& ==, & =aTas, & =5,
oy dy oy 3h* Oy
d d d d o’ 4 (9 0

0 S B e Oy Tw e 4 (A O (18)
oy ox oy  Ox 0x0y 37\ 0y  Ox

4
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8‘(‘) :lﬁy7 83):——h2|ﬁy7

4
0 2
8(5):'70):’ 8(5):7ﬁlpx

For a composite laminated plate composted of several layers, the constitutive equations for each layer
can be written as follows in the structural system

c=Q(s—¢), (19)

where the stress vector ¢ the strain vector &, the inelastic strain vector &' and the stiffness matrix Q are all
defined in the structural coordinate system and are expressed as follows:

0 = [0'1 0y, O¢ O4 Us]T, (20)
€= [81 & & & 85}T, (21)
e=[d & o o &l (22)
Q =TQT", (23)

where the superscript T represents the transpose of a vector or matrix. Q is the stiffness matrix of a layer
in the material system as described in Eq. (12) and T represents the corresponding transformation tensor for
the layer. Substituting Eq. (17) into Eq. (19) and integrating through all the layers in the composite plate,
the following nonlinear constitutive equations for the composite laminated plate are obtained:
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where N,, M;, P;, Q; and R; are force and moment resultants. N, M!, P!, O and R! are inelastic force and
moment resultants. 4;, By, Dy, Ej; F; and Hj; are the plate stiffness matrices. They are defined as

/2
(NithPi):/ Gi(lvzazS)dZ (l:1a2a6)a
—h/2
52 (26)
k)= [ all?)d (=49
—h/2
h2
(NlI7MlI7P1[): QijS}(17Z7Z3)dZ (l>j: 17236)7
—h/2
W2 (27)
(0,R) = 0,6(1,2%)dz (i,j =4,5),
—h/2
h2
(Al/,B”,Dl”E”,Fl“Hl”) = / / Qi/(17z’zz7z37z4,z6) dZ (l,] = 1,2, 6),
—h/2
B2 (28)
(Aiijij;Fij) = /—h/2 Qz/(I»ZZaZ“) dz (i,j=4,5).

A more detailed description of Egs. (24) and (295) is given in Appendix A. It should be noted that the inte-
gration between the lower and upper surfaces, 4/2 and —//2, actually involves a summation of integrations
over each individual layer, since the material properties can be assumed to be different for each layer in the
plate. For symmetric (about the mid-plane) plates, both B;; and Ej; are zero.

3.2. Equation of motion

Substituting Eq. (18) into Eq. (17), the matrix form of the strain—displacement relationship can be writ-
ten as
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&£ = Bu, (29)
where B is the derivative operator matrix and the displacement vector u is defined as
u={[uy ¥, vo Y, wo Ow/ox ow/dy]". (30)

The equation of motion can be formulated using Hamilton’s Principle in a manner similar to that pro-
posed by Tiersten (1967). The variational principle between times ¢y and ¢ can be written as follows:

t
SH:O:/[SUJrBWfSK] de, (31)
fo

where the strain energy U, the total virtual work done on the structure W and the kinetic energy K are de-
fined as

/2 h/2 _ hi2
dU = / / 5¢'6 dzdS = / / 5e"(Q(e — &")) dzdS = / 8e' Qe dz dS
s J- s J-

/2 /2 s J-np2

h2 o
— / 5e7 Q¢! dz ds, (32)
S

—h/2

h/2
SW = / / Sufy dz dS + / Su'fs dS + Su'fp, (33)
s Jo N

h)2

h/2
dK = / / pda"a dz ds, (34)
S —

/2

where S is the area domain of the plate and p represents the mass density. The terms fg, fg and fp represent
body forces, surface tractions and point loads, respectively. Substituting Egs. (23), (29), (32)—(34) into Eq.
(31), the following equation of motion is obtained:

h/2
/ / [du” pii + Su'B'TQT"Bu] dz dS
S J—h/2
h/2 h/2
= / Sulfy dzdS + / Su'fg dS + du'fp + / Su"B'TQT ¢! dz ds. (35)
S N N

—h/2 —h/2

3.3. Finite element discretization

In each finite element, the displacement vector described in Eq. (30) can be interpolated using the nodal
displacement vector, d,

u, = Ne(x, y)d,, (36)

where u, represents the displacement vector in element e and Ne(x, y) is the interpolation function. The finite
element scheme developed in this work uses linear interpolation of the variables u, v, . and y,, and a Her-
mite cubic polynomial function for the out of plane displacement, w. This results in seven mechanical de-
grees-of-freedom per node, u, v, Yy, ¥,, w, Ow/dx, and Ow/Oy. Substituting Eq. (36) into Eq. (35) and
considering dd arbitrary yields the following equation:

Md +Kd=F, + F,, (37)

where d is the global nodal displacement vector. M is the global structural mass matrix and K is the global
stiffness matrix. The quantities F; and F, represent the global force vectors due to mechanical loadings and
inelastic deformations, respectively. These terms are defined as follows:
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n h/2
M= / N!pN, dz ds,

n h/2
K= Z / / N!B'TQT'BN, dz ds,
=1 JS J-h2

n h/2 (38)
FIZZV NjdezdS+/Njfsds+N;FfP ,

—1 |/S J-n)2 S

n h/2
F=>" / / N;B'TQT"¢' dz ds,

e=1 /S J-h/2

where 7 is the total number of elements used in the composite plate. Four-noded rectangular isoparametric
elements are used in the FEM analysis.

To solve Eq. (37), the Newmark-beta method with Newton—-Raphson (NR) iteration (Argyris and
Milejnek, 1991; Bathe, 1996; Cook et al., 1989) is used in the time domain, which yields the following iterative
form:

KAd" = F (1 + At) + F(t + At) — R(t 4+ A)*™ — M, (39)

k=1 which is equivalent to the elastic

k=1 and the effective stiffness

where k represents the iteration step. The nodal point force, R(#+A¢)
elemental stresses at time (¢ + A¢) in the (kK — 1)th iteration, the acceleration, a

matrix, K, are defined as follows:

R(t+ A" = K(t 4 Add(t + Ar) ', (40)

4 4

Lo e+ AT —d()) — —v() —a(n)], 41
(At)z{( ) (1)} =2, ¥(0) —a(n) (41)
K= MK+ A, (42)
(Az)
where the velocity v(¢) and acceleration a(¢) are obtained using the following expressions:

v(t+ Ar) = {d(t + Ar) — d(t)}é —v(t), (43)

4 4
a(t+ Ar) = W {d(t+ Ar) —d(2)} — Ktv(t) —a(z). (44)

At each Gauss point

Eremp(t+AL)
of the unit cell

Eremp(t+AL)
of each subdlice of matrix

Quemp(tHAL), €1 (LA
of each subdlice of matrix

Y *
M, Fi(t+At) Quemp(t+AY), Eigmp (LA
K (t+At),F,(t+At) of the unit cell

d(t+At)

Fig. 3. Flowchart of the micro-macro numerical procedure.
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3.4. Micro-macro simulation

The micromechanics model described earlier is implemented into the finite element method (FEM) to
investigate the transient responses of composite laminated plates, including the effects of strain rate depen-
dency and inelasticity. The complete flowchart of the micro-macro numerical procedure is shown in Fig. 3.
Note that the global stiffness matrix, K, will change with the effective strain rate if the material is strain rate
dependent.

4. Results and discussions
4.1. Verification of the micromechanics model

For the verification studies, properties for the representative carbon fiber-reinforced polymer matrix
composite system, IM7/977-2, presented by Goldberg et al. (2003) and Goldberg (2000) are used. The mate-
rial properties are listed in Table 1. The fiber is assumed to be linear elastic and the matrix is modeled using
the strain rate dependent nonlinear model summarized earlier in this paper. The procedures used to deter-
mine the material constants, presented in Table 1, as well as more information about this material, are de-
scribed in detail by Goldberg et al. (2003). For the matrix constituent, the variation in Young’s modulus, FE,
as a function of the effective strain rate, &, is approximated as follows:

6.33 GPa for ¢ = 500,
E(&) =< 3.52+(6.33 —3.52)(¢ —1.9)/(500 — 1.9) GPa for 1.9 < & < 500, (45)
3.52 GPa for £ < 1.9.

Details on the validation of the micromechanics model under in-plane loading conditions can be found
in Goldberg et al. (2003). In conducting the validation of the micromechanics model under transverse shear
loads, a fiber volume fraction of 0.6 is used in the calculation. The adequacy of the mesh size is verified via
comparison of the results obtained by varying the mesh density, and 1684 8-node linear brick elements are
used to mesh the thin plate in the calculation. The variation of ¢,3 with 7,3, computed using both the cur-
rent micromechanics theory and ABAQUS finite element analyses at various strain rates, is presented in
Fig. 4. It must be noted that ABAQUS results at the lowest strain rate (4.44E — 5/s) are not presented
due to the extremely high computer execution time requirements. Fig. 4 shows excellent correlation between
the results obtained using the current micromechanics model and those obtained using ABAQUS under
both moderate and high strain rate loadings.

Table 1

Material properties of the composite material, IM7/977-2

Ey; (GPa) E», (GPa) Gy (GPa) G23(GPa) Vi2 V23 P (kg/mB)

IM?7 fibers

276 13.8 20 5.52 0.25 0.25 1800

& (1/s) E (GPa) v Dy (1/s) n Zy (MPa) Z, (MPa) q ol oy p (kg/m?)
977-2 polymer matrix

9E-5 3.52

1.9 3.52 0.4 1.00E+06 0.8515 259.496 1131.371 150.498 0.1289 0.15215 1310

500 6.33
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-------- Present, 4.44E-5 /sec
-=-= Present, 1.09 /sec
41 | -©- ABAQUS, 1.09 /sec
— Present, 405 /sec
ABAQUS, 405 /sec

o,; (Pa)

o . . . . . .
0 0.002 0.004 0.006 0.008 0.01 0.012 0.014
V23

Fig. 4. Variation of g3 with y,;3.

4.2. Transient response of the composite laminated plates

Although the developed micro—macro numerical procedure is valid for arbitrary loading conditions, in
this paper, results are presented for composite plates subjected to a suddenly applied uniformly distributed
loading. Square composite plates (length, a = 0.25 m, thickness, # = 0.05 m) with two different sets of mate-
rial properties are considered. The first composite plate is described by using representative orthotropic,
linear elastic material properties with no strain rate dependence of the elastic properties. The purpose of
examining this material is to validate the basic finite element formulation without being concerned about
the additional issues of nonlinearity or strain rate dependence. The next material is a representative poly-
mer matrix composite material with a nonlinear, strain rate dependent, deformation response. By examin-
ing this material, and defining the fiber and matrix properties separately, the full capability of the matrix
constitutive equations, micromechanics techniques and finite element formulation can be examined. Specif-
ically, the material properties of the two composites are as follows:

DATA 1: E] =525 GPa, Ez = E3 =21 GPa, Vip = 025, G12 = G13 = G23 =10.5 GPa, p = 800 kg/m3
where E; is the Young’s modulus, v, is the Poisson’s ratio, Gj; is the shear modulus and p represents the
mass density of the composite material.

DATA 2: Composite material, IM7/977-2, with fiber volume fraction of 0.6. The material properties are
presented in Table 1. The Young’s modulus of the matrix constituent, E, as a function of the effective strain
rate, &, is approximated as shown in Eq. (45).

To investigate the importance of using a rate dependent inelastic material model, two more
simplified models for the matrix constituent of the IM7/977-2 composite are considered. These are as
follows:

1. Elastic material with fixed elastic constants, that is, the value of Young’s modulus is obtained from
the static material test (3.52 GPa) and the effect of inelasticity is not considered.

I1. Inelastic material with fixed elastic constants, that is, the value of Young’s modulus is obtained from
the static material test (3.52 GPa) and the effect of inelasticity, but not the effect of strain rate on the
elastic properties, is considered.

II1. Inelastic material with strain rate dependent elastic constants, that is, the Young’s modulus is changed
with the effective strain rate and the effect of inelasticity is considered.
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The differences in the transient responses using these three models for the matrix constituent are further
investigated under two boundary conditions.

(1) Clamped edge (CC) boundary condition: all four edges clamped, that is
up = v =wp =, =), = 0w/0x =0w/dy =0 at all the edges

(2) Clamped-supported edge (CS) boundary condition: two edges clamped and two edges simply sup-
ported, that is
up =vo =wy =, =), = dw/0x = ow/dy =0 at the edges where x =0, a,

uy = vy =wp =0 at the edges where y =0, a.

The applied step loading on the upper surface of the plate is expressed as follows:

fort = 0,
P = {"° or (46)
0 fort<0,

where ¢, represents the magnitude of the load and ¢ is time.

4.3. Transient response of the anisotropic composite plate (DATAI) under uniformly distributed loading

The response of a clamped, square, orthotropic elastic composite plate (DATAT1), with the stacking se-
quence [0/90/0], subject to a step loading with ¢, = 1.0 x 10° N/m? is investigated in order to study the fun-
damental, transient dynamic finite element formulation. After conducting convergence studies, a mesh size
of 9 x 9 elements and a time step of 5 pus are used in the calculations. The dynamic deflection at the center of
the plate is computed over 250 ps and is compared with the results obtained using FSDT (Reddy, 1983). As
shown in Fig. 5, good correlation is obtained between the HOT results and the FSDT results (thin plate).
The small differences can be attributed to the differences between the two theories.

x 10
3.5 —e— Present study: HOT
—— Reddy[1983]: FSDT
3 N o8 ]

E §
= 25
=
Q 2
5]
2
T 1.5
°
s 1
c
S

0.5

0¢e
-05 + . > . >
0 0.05 0.1 0.15 0.2 0.25 0.3
Time, t (ms)

Fig. 5. Center deflection, w(a/2,a/2), versus time for a [0/90/0] clamped square plate subjected to a suddenly applied loading (DATA 1,
9 % 9 mesh, go = 1.0 x 10° N/m?).
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4.4. Transient response of the IM7/977-2 composite plates (DATA2) using various material models

After detailed convergence studies, a 7 x 7 element mesh with Az =5 ps is used in the following compu-
tations. The transient response is obtained for a clamped composite plate with a nonlinear, strain rate
dependent deformation response (DATA?2) with the stacking sequence [0/90/0] subjected to a suddenly ap-
plied step loading with magnitude g, = 5.0 x 10’ N/m?. The center deflection, w(a/2,a/2), the center normal
stresses, 6(a/2,a/2,h/2) and the center transverse shear stresses, t(a/2,a/2,0), of the square plate, obtained
using the three material models, are compared in Figs. 610, respectively. From Figs. 6-8, it is clear that the
results obtained using models II and III indicate the presence of inelasticity due to the fact that the three
curves do not lie on top of one another. Specifically, the maximum center deflection, wy,,,, obtained using
model I is less than that obtained using model II. However, the maximum center normal stresses, 0 max and
Oymax, Obtained using model I are larger than those obtained using model II. This indicates that the model

-3
10
6 { — Fixed modulus, Elastic
e Fixed modulus, Inelastic
----- Strainrate dependent modulus, Inelastic

5 s

Center deflection, w (m)

0 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5
Time, t (ms)

Fig. 6. Variation of center deflection, w(a/2,a/2), with time for a [0/90/0] clamped square plate subjected to a suddenly applied loading
(DATA 2, 7x 7 mesh, gy = 5.0 x 107 N/m?).

8
14X 10

— Fixed modulus, Elastic
m—— Fixed modulus, Inelastic
----- Strain rate dependent modulus, Inelastic

[
N

=
o

Center normal stress, 6, (N/cm?)

0 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5
Time, t (ms)

Fig. 7. Variation of center normal stress, a.(a/2,a/2,h/2), with time for a [0/90/0] clamped square plate subjected to a suddenly applied
loading (DATA 2, 7 x 7 mesh, gy = 5.0 x 10" N/m?).
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8
25 x 10

— Fixed modulus, Elastic
----- Fixed modulus, Inelastic
o L= Strain rate dependent modulus, Inelastic

Center normal stress, o, (N/cm?)

) 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 05
Time, t (ms)

Fig. 8. Variation of center normal stress, o,(a/2,a/2,h/2), with time for a [0/90/0] clamped square plate subjected to a suddenly applied
loading (DATA 2, 7 x 7 mesh, ¢o = 5.0 x 10’ N/m?).

including inelasticity is softer than the elastic model, which is consistent with the results obtained by
Kommineni and Kant (1993). It can also be seen, from these figures, that both the maximum center deflec-
tion and the maximum center normal stresses obtained using model II are larger than those obtained using
model III. This can be explained as follows. When the strain rate effect of the elastic properties of the matrix
material is considered, the Young’s modulus of the matrix increases with an increase in the effective strain
rate. This results in a significant increase in the effective transverse shear moduli and a relatively small
change in the effective Young’s moduli of the composite material. Therefore, the effect of the transverse
shear stresses is larger, resulting in a smaller center deflection. As a result, the center normal strain is smal-
ler, which results in lower values of the center normal stresses. Thus, although the magnitudes of the trans-
verse shear stresses (see Figs. 9 and 10) are much smaller, compared to the normal stresses (see Figs. 6-8),
their effects cannot be ignored. The difference between results obtained using models I and III is due to the
combination of the effects of inelasticity and strain rate dependency. As a result, the maximum center
deflection and maximum center normal stresses are overpredicted by model I. Figs. 11 and 12 present

250

—— Fixed modulus, Elastic
200l - Fixed modulus, Inelastic
----- Strain rate dependent modulus, Inelastic

150

100

50

-100

Center transverse shear stress, 7, (N/cm?)

-150 . . . .
0 0.1 0.2 03 0.4 05

Time, t (ms)

Fig. 9. Variation of center transverse shear stress, 1,.(a/2,a/2,0), with time for a [0/90/0] clamped square plate subjected to a suddenly
applied loading (DATA 2, 7 x 7 mesh, gy = 5.0 x 10" N/m?).
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-100
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-200 . . . .
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Fig. 10. Variation of center transverse shear stress, 7,.(a/2,a/2,0), with time for a [0/90/0] clamped square plate subjected to a suddenly
applied loading (DATA 2, 7 x 7 mesh, go = 5.0 x 107 N/m?).

X 108

=
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e Fixed modulus, Inelastic
----- Strain rate dependent modulus, Inelastic

=
o

Center normal stress, o, (N/cm?)

-1 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7
Center normal strain, o, x 10°

Fig. 11. Comparison of center stress—strain histories in the x direction for a [0/90/0] clamped square plate subjected to a suddenly
applied loading (DATA 2, 7 x 7 mesh, go = 5.0 x 10’ N/m?).

the stress—strain histories of point (a/2,a/2,h/2) along the x and y directions, respectively. Along the x direc-
tion, the curves obtained using all three models are almost linear. However, significant nonlinearities are
observed in y direction for models IT and III. This is due to the fact that for this particular laminated plate,
the fiber orientation in the first layer coincides with the x axis and the matrix plays a more dominant role in
the stress analysis along the y axis. However, an important point to note for this set of results and for the
results discussed in the remainder of this paper is that for the plates with strain rate dependence and inelas-
ticity present, there are currently not any experimental data or alternative theoretical calculations available
with which to compare the results computed using the analysis method described here. Therefore, only
qualitative, not quantitative, conclusions can be reached regarding the performance of the analysis method.

4.5. Transient response of the IM7/977-2 composite plates (DATA2) under various load magnitudes

To investigate the effects of the strain rate dependency of the matrix elastic properties and the matrix
nonlinearity under different load magnitudes, a clamped three-layer composite laminated plate with the
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Fig. 12. Comparison of center stress-strain histories in the y direction for a [0/90/0] clamped square plate subjected to a suddenly
applied loading (DATA 2, 7 x 7 mesh, g, = 5.0 x 10" N/m?).

stacking sequence [0/90/0] is analyzed with ¢, varying from 1.0 x 10° N/m? ~ 1.0 x 10® N/m?. Figs. 13-15
present variations of the center deflections, w(a/2,a/2) and the center normal stresses, a(a/2,a/2,h/2),
respectively, with time, obtained using model III. As seen from these figures, the variations are not propor-
tional to the magnitude of the load due to the varying effects of the change of elastic properties with strain
rate and the nonlinearity of the matrix material. The variations in the maximum center deflection and max-
imum center normal stresses with respect to the load magnitude are presented in Figs. 16-18 using all three
matrix models (I-III). Nonlinear variations are observed when models II and IIT are used. Both model I
and model II predict higher maximum center deflections and maximum center normal stresses as compared
to Model III. Also, the differences between the models increase with an increase in the loading magnitude,
which results in deformation occurring at a higher stain rate, which illustrates the significance of simulating
the variation of the elastic properties with strain rate and the nonlinearity of the matrix material.
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7t N — qg=25x10' Nim? ]
SN | e 0xaol Nm? |
\ ; N

6l 7 \ | - 9,775x10" Nim? |/ N

— // \ / \\
. R / "
é i \\ / \\
= 5} ! K / \
= ! \\ /
] \ /
o I \, /
S AT i N / 1
o i \ /
= \ /
] ! \ /
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5 W,
52
(6]
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0 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5
Time, t (ms)

Fig. 13. Variation of center deflection, w(a/2,a/2), with time for a [0/90/0] clamped square plate subjected to different load magnitudes,
qo’s- (DATA 2, 7x 7 mesh, model I11).
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Fig. 14. Variation of center normal stresses, o.(a/2,a/2,h/2), with time for a [0/90/0] clamped square plate subjected to different load
magnitudes, ¢o’s. (DATA 2, 7 x 7 mesh, model III).
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Fig. 15. Variation of center normal stresses, o,(a/2,a/2,h/2), with time for a [0/90/0] clamped square plate subjected to different load
magnitudes, ¢o’s. (DATA 2, 7 x 7 mesh, model III).

4.6. Transient response of the IM71977-2 composite plates (DATA2) under various boundary conditions

Results are presented for composite plates, with the stacking sequence [0/90/0], subjected to a suddenly
applied step loading of magnitude ¢, = 5.0 x 10’ N/m?. Two different boundary conditions, clamped edges
(CC) and clamped-supported edges (CS), are used. The transient responses, shown in Fig. 19, are calculated
using matrix model III. The results show that the maximum center deflection and the residual deformation
(represented by the point with the second minimum deflection in the curve) obtained using the CS boundary
condition are larger than those obtained using the CC boundary condition. This implies that inelastic strain
effects are increased for the plate with the CS boundary condition. The maximum center values (center
deflections and center normal stresses) under both the CC and CS boundary conditions, as well the differ-
ences of these values under the CC and CS boundary conditions, are presented in Table 2. The column de-
noted Err represents the boundary influence and is represented using the following expression:
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Fig. 16. Comparison of maximum center deflection, wy..(a/2,a/2), with load magnitude, go, for a [0/90/0] clamped square plate
subjected to suddenly applied loading (DATA 2, 7 x 7 mesh).

9
x 10

~ 25
&

g —e— Fixed modulus, Elastic
2 =+= Fixed modulus, Inelastic
= 2 -4- Strain rate dependent modulus, Inelastic

<

©

@

]

215
@
©

£

e 1
g

c

8

e 0.5

>
E

X
g 0 . . .

0 2 4 6 8 170
Loading magnitude, q, (N/m?) x 10

Fig. 17. Comparison of maximum center normal stresses, ¢ max(@/2,a/2,h/2), with load magnitude, ¢, for a [0/90/0] clamped square
plate subjected to a suddenly applied loading (DATA 2, 7 x 7 mesh).

ZErr = (Zcs — ch)/[%(zcs +zco))s (47)

where z represents one of the maximum center values, Wmax, 0xmax a0d 0,max. The subscripts Err, CS and
CC are the names of the columns where the value of z is obtained. Comparing the zg,,’s obtained using the
different matrix models, it can be concluded that the effect of the matrix model on the influence of the
boundary conditions is reasonably small.

4.7. Transient response of the IM7/977-2 composite plates (DATA2) with various stacking sequences

To investigate the influence of the stacking sequence on the maximum center deflection, composite plates
subjected to a suddenly applied step loading with magnitude ¢o = 5.0 x 10’ N/m? are investigated. The
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Fig. 18. Comparison of maximum center normal stresses, o,max(@/2,a/2,h/2), with load magnitude, ¢o, for a [0/90/0] clamped square
plate subjected to a suddenly applied loading (DATA 2, 7 x 7 mesh).
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Fig. 19. Variation of center deflection, w(a/2,a/2), with time for a [0/90/0] clamped square plate subjected to suddenly applied loading
under different boundary conditions (DATA 2, 7 x 7 mesh).

Table 2
Comparisons of maximum center values under different boundary conditions
Model Wmax(@/2,/2), (1073 m) Gxmax(a/2,a/2,h/2) (GPa) 0ymax(@/2,a/2,h/2) (GPa)

CC CS Err CC CS Err CC CS Err
I 4.6601 5.7482 0.2091 1.0791 1.3334 0.2108 0.1892 0.1908 0.0084
II 4.9749 6.3525 0.2432 0.9772 1.1658 0.1760 0.1734 0.1744 0.0058
III 3.9646 4.8983 0.2107 0.9085 1.1090 0.1987 0.1482 0.1485 0.0020

stacking sequence of the composite plate is [o/(o + B/a], as shown in Fig. 20. Four cases of ply variation are
used to investigate the effect of anisotropy.
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Fig. 20. Schematic showing of composite stacking sequence.
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Fig. 22. Variation of maximum center deflection, wpax(a/2,a/2), with stacking sequence under CC boundary condition.
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Case A: Under clamped edges (CC) boundary condition, the range of f is 0-90° and « is 0°.
Case B: Under clamped edges (CC) boundary condition, the range of o is 0-45° and f is 0°.
Case C: Under clamped-supported edges (CS) boundary condition, the range of f is 0-90° and « is 0°.
Case D: Under clamped-supported edges (CS) boundary condition, the range of o is 0-45° and f is 0°.

The variations of the maximum center deflection with stacking sequence for cases A-D are presented in
Figs. 21-24, respectively. It can be observed that the influence of stacking sequence on the maximum center
deflection obtained using the three models of the matrix constituent is similar. Comparing Figs. 21 and 23,
it is clear that, under both CC and CS boundary conditions, the maximum center deflection increases at the
beginning (f < 45°) and then decreases (45° < < 90°) with an increase in the value of . However, the re-
sults shown in Figs. 22 and 24 indicate that the maximum center deflection increases (o < 45°) with an in-
crease in the value of « under both CC and CS boundary conditions. This is due to the fact that, in these
cases, the ply with fiber orientation of 45° is most flexible.
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Fig. 23. Variation of maximum center deflection, wyax(a/2,a/2), with stacking sequence under CS boundary condition.
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Fig. 24. Variation of maximum center deflection, wpa<(a/2,a/2), with stacking sequence under CS boundary condition.
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5. Conclusions

A multiscale numerical procedure is developed to accurately model a strain rate dependent, inelastic
composite plate. A micromechanics model, which accounts for the transverse shear stress effect, the effects
of strain rate, and the effects of matrix inelasticity is used for accurate and efficient analysis of the mechan-
ical responses of the fiber and matrix constituents. The accuracy of the micromechanics model under trans-
verse shear loads has been verified. A HOT is extended to accurately capture the inelastic deformations of
the composite plate. The mathematical model is implemented using the finite element technique. The devel-
oped procedure is used to investigate the transient responses of composite plates subjected to suddenly ap-
plied loadings. The results are compared using different models for the matrix constituent of the composite,
under various boundary conditions, subjected to step loadings with various magnitudes, and for composite
plates with various stacking sequences. The following important observations are made from the present
study.

1. Excellent agreement is found between the transverse shear stress—strain curves obtained using the
micromechanics model and those obtained using ABAQUS under both moderate and high strain rate
loadings.

2. Excellent agreement is observed in the variation of center displacement with time between the result
obtained using the present HOT model and that in the literature.

3. The maximum center deflection obtained using an elastic model for the matrix is less than that obtained
using an inelastic model for the matrix. However, the maximum center normal stresses obtained using
the matrix elastic model is larger than those obtained using an inelastic model for the matrix.
Both the maximum center deflection and the maximum center normal stresses obtained using models
where the matrix elastic properties do not vary with strain rate(both elastic and inelastic model) are lar-
ger than those obtained using a model where the matrix elastic properties are allowed to vary with strain
rate.

4, The stress—strain curves show significant nonlinearities in the direction normal to the fiber direction
using both models incorporating inelasticity in the matrix constituent.

5. The differences between the results obtained using different models increase with an increase in the load
magnitude.

6. The influences of boundary condition on the maximum center deflection and normal stresses obtained
using all three matrix models are similar.

7. The influence of ply stacking sequence on the maximum center deflection is similar for both Clamped-
clamped (CC) and Clamped-supported (CS) boundary conditions. The trends are similar for all three
matrix models considered. The maximum center deflection is obtained when o and f are equal to 45°.
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Appendix A

Expressions for force and moment resultants N;, M;, P; (i =1,2,6) and Q;, R; (i =4,5) in Egs. (24) and
(25) are as follows:
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