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ARETEEAMRR LY FET 5 FEEZRG Lz, AIRERMIT CHEEROLR & RELT 54
BHET VL LT, HMEBMEER & EERRE A HAIAALTMEIET L Th 5 Toughened Adhesive
Polymer Model (TAPO &5 /1) [MAT_2521% f\ -, S80S IREEZ(ET 5 2 & TH
BRMRBROFE R LIS OFE—RER, RS OFE A% &F L O plastic arc length 235 H
S, WM ORI, BREE, FEBIERNANCT 4 v T 4 7T H L TRIA—ZD
EARD BT, £72, MFAEEEEEGAMHERE X Double Cantilever Beam (DCB) # kD
fiR T 22 S U FEBRRE R & Hied 5 2 & T, HEEEAIOARERMIT ~MERFIEZ LD /3T A —
A RENMIGHAEETH 5 Z L AR ST,
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AR, H B T I ER R R B HTRe BRI o> 7o I B R OB B RO BT
B, AF2T VT IAEEOEADREALTWD., SCIEERE IR, MBI & b w8 rfE H
L, MEZRLOOEEDRE(LEZX D~ NT~T U 7 I/UREEIZI O TR BHEE S 1T EE R
BIFD15TH2 V. FHTEABRS ITHEBEN~OBEHAB BT Sh T 2.

PG OME T, MERKROMERGTZT D ETRNTZENTERY. LLRRLHEE
BRIO LD Ze@mmn R Y~ —I13Z OFHERMBRE G, SREEFHE A < AV B D A FREEFHE R
Brick T 28N 2. BEEBAHOTT U o IR )T 7 0 —F ok )52 7
n—F R ENDH L. BIE IRV — R 2T 5856 71E7 /v (Cohesive Zone Model :
CZM) ML Wb D 379, BEAIEOBEGI L) TX VX —ia EHRT 22 LT, ik
RWEHE X R THTTE 2 2 &0, KEBERMER~DOIEHICE L TWD. —5 T CZM 138
ERNE OIS IIREZ RELTE oW ew, IS E ML LTSGR OFERMMT ARV, 15
HIZ K 2580, BEMORFHIBWTEETHD. Iy M EMoEsFiEE OJfEE %
% ETh, BEHOISTIREZHIET 2MLENRS H. AT 7o —F1%, R X R
N2 DR & IS R OMEAT ~O 5 1T EE L0 AS, IS 258D 2 E R D T2 bR E D
FIFRIRHIICIE LT D

BEE AN DN CIIFHTIEVER 2B RN B W CE O I FREIINEMECTH D, 1E- T, BEEHAl
(238 ™ D MEFE TV DMRATRE RS RIT TR R E W\ 679, BEERIOM A KRBT 5720
R % IR DM T oA 910, A EHE T /L MAT_252 (Toughed Adhesive Polymer Model : TAPO &
FIVNEBREZEMNT Y 7 b LS-DYNA®IZH /2 ICHMAA TN W, Z 0T /Ui, SBMAER
WS HEBERET L TH Y, HIEEE WD Z & TIEMR 22 B35 Fl O3 L OGO %8,
ERBTDHZENHRD. £O—FHT, ZEISTREEZEZRL TWDTD/T A —=FREDTD
DEBRMPNEHAL LTV D, AR TIE, TAPO 7 /MIBWTEHOTRREOREEZEAT 5
ZET, MARATEAAMRBROERT — X 0587 A—X ORIEEZRAT-. BIZ, BFbhiz
RT A —=HEE OB IO A BRERMENT 217V, EERFER & OHERIZ L0 FEFIEOZY
P2 et L7z,
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2. 1 #EH
TAPO €7 /T AR-CERGREZ R T 2R ME AT D70, I8 &2 R J It
M 72 B A DA BREFMEHNTIC BV CREICIRA A T 5. AR TIX, T A —ZRIEELT O
EHHlE U CEBEENSIEM THDHE 2 T 7 UV L REE5EK] (HARDLOC C-355-20, 7 > 7
() ) Z238E L. 2WOBRAITIEAZ T 4 v 7 I ¥V —F . REB (LM 60 B
24 W & L7e.

2. 2 BIRRAR

PERI ORI COMEHREE (Yo 73, A7 V) BIEDT-®, Fig. 1 15R-7 7307 3Bk
R EMOCBIERBRZ T o 72, B ERRE UiERBmE (AGS-500A, (BF) EERUEITR) 2 Hw,
7 A~y REE 5 mm/min CiRER L7z, B 7 AXIEEMMOMEFHZ X W 0T 2%, FHiRf L
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2. 3 HfARGETEHSANAR

BAAMIIB T 2EER ORI OFTHER 2155720, WERREE L AW IRESEES
ARTRRER 1D &AT o 7o, YA IRICITRME IS 280 (S45C) & M iz, @B ~HEIL Fig. 2 1ITR
T BEAE IR (#600) IZLDHFELE T MK AMIEEEERNAT 7. #HEBE ST
0.3 mm & L7z, AR SN7IE/M80, 30, 60, 90 E L 725 L O ICEEGAME 5 2 7. IS
KA THEXBND.
6 = arctan (g) (1)
Z 2T o lFEEISS, tIXTEABNS I TH D . BRBRITEACHIEC TTTV, SRBGEHEI3S 164 0, 30,
60, 90 E Tl 7RI F|3EEE (X 102 mm/min) & [Al#5# (X 103 rad/min) 23240 (5.0, 0.0),
(4.0, 0.8), (1.5, 1.4), (0.0, 2.0) & L 7=.

3. ERER
3. 1 BIERR

IS F1-OF A BfR & Fig. 3 1. Mt ARG, BEHNIAROT A Th L. WK BIT 5
HEOT I EBEOT B ORIR A Fig. 4 1277, 0.0002 < & < 0.020#iFA TOR/N FIENS YT
N 300 MPa, Fig. 4 O#PH CTOR/N FIENSLRT VN 037 ERE -T2,

3. 2 HRARGEEGAMRR
FIRIT IR OIS TI-OF AR & Fig. 512, TAWTTGROIST-OF 2Btk %2 Fig. 6 (7. 5l -
FAB ORI T, HIRPEATEEE) & o0 e B8 A RS S vz,

4. TAPO ETMIZBIT BT A—FFE
4. 1 TAPOEF)NV

BRPESEIR O L 7 v 7 DIERNCEE SV T WD, MRS B, REHIER G B L OR T v
YHYERET D Z L THMIEERTOLRREBNERIIND.

MR CIE 8 SOBMBRRIC I W BN ERENS W, 1 SHOBMRRITFRREETH 5.
Drucker-Prager F&IRBIFC E K IEIG 1) & BB X 5 8% I 2 7-1& IE Drucker-Prager F(RBE%K
BHWHEND . BIRBEEIIRATERIND.

2
—_J2 L SLETNNTICC Y U R, S
f=ghntmutis;+3 <1_D> 2=0 (2

ZZCLITIS I DOFE IR, HIIRE I OF AR, 3 ABIST, 1ol IWIHHE A WRER
JE1, a B K Qa  ZRIREAENT A —%, DIZBRELEHTH L. £, ( NEI~va—L—FilzR
T LB LOLIFRATEZ LS.

Iy = Oyy + 0yy + 0y, (3)

Jo = —(SxxSyy + SyySzz + SzzSux) + T2y + T2, + T2 (4)

Z 2 TOger Oyy, Oz BE Ty, Tpp, Tay IREAJERERICE T D x,p,z FRIOREEIST) & AKNET



THY, Syxs Syys Sgzldsy =0y —L/3L HAONDETRDRAST TH L. BIEOETL L H
WZRERIN I T 5. - T, BIRBEIEOIIRZRET Da, 36 Ly i3& % L 720, TAPO £
TIVTCIIMEREE L L TR TE A LN S.

a; = a;uyy + aso 6)

ay = ayuyy + ayo (6)

Z 2 Caqgg & gl IFARBIEB D W N T A — 4, a1y & apl IFARBIB DAL NT XA —2 Th H.
% 7= plastic arc length y, TR TH 26N 5.

1/2
v = [2{(e5)"+ )"+ R} + 0 + 02 + 0] @
72 85yy X TAPO &7 /L TRV SN DS MO 2 BHET 2 P& TH YV, von-Mises 4%
PO I by & ORI D BRI Y 325,

£bq
Vv = ﬁ (8)
BRI Oy, & 7., WSOy, 2y, L5, 7.5 L0y KR CHE 2 bR,

Ve = [dic + dacexp(~ds(T] (1 + dy (In 1)) ()

yf=[d1+d2am(—dﬁTD](l+d4ﬂn%» (10)

Z ZCdy, dye, dy, dy, ds3iE Johnson & Cook DHE5/NT A —% 13, d,I% Johnson & Cook
O T Bl AR AR N T A — % ylIOT HEEICBEET 2 A H T —8, I3y DEFRIIETIED
BE, TIISH=ETHD. yBLOTIIRATH b5,

=/2tr(&)?2 (11)
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T =
3]2

BISZEBDITIBERMANT (vy <y.) TED=0THY, BENBIHD LR THEZ LN,
= (=" ay)

BET v <y <yp) 1F0<D <1TEIL, W (yy =yp) ICD =175, HEOETIHE
P D ONBERNIIGE T VN TH 5.

2 A ORGRIIEEATHY, KATEALRD.

Ty = {19 + q[1 — exp(=by,)] + Hyy} [1 +C ((ln—) - (ln )] (14)

22 CqITEMEIERIEAREE, bIXE MR RO N T A — 42, HIZHE T HRIGEREL, Cl30T
IRRERI,  yu 3y DO EEETEROBETH L. ERICBWTEAMIG IITESEE TS, £
— AV N EBEEENORET 2 MLERD S, BERHET D & EROW RS HAE EE L
L72< 72578, FERCHIE S5 A WIS ItE AR AWIE ity & OFRICERAEL . &
KT EDORRE =T

7= (1-D)ty, (15)
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RF DARFE BN —E TH 0 BRI & 72 D, L LR LEGEAIZE ORI ELOYE,
PEIETEREICARE BRI Sh7e . 20720, IREEALIC X 2 RO Zref, & MM AT
O By OB OZA 2 BB 2 BRI OEAR MBI £ 70 5. JEBEFNRNIIRATE 2
55.

af* 2
de? = 21°2 = (s +2ay(i)1) (16)

Z 2 CAeP I OT B 5y, FUIMMER T Vv v b, LEHNLT VYL, apl3ER T Vv v
NI A—=BTHD. BREHAMNESED720120E, BRBEALOFMNRTH Y, HHlEHA
BE e EOLEEOKETHLILER DD 9. ZbDOFFIENTARATEZBND.

fr=J+ 2407 -7 (17

p 14
dEJIZx — dsy}’ — dsgz — d)/yz/Z

T osmtiai(l) | syytiaylh) | spteai(h) o Sys
TAPO €7 NV CIIEEAROFELER T DOICOTHEEICHET 2HLEATHDLN, K
WHZE TIFVERFRVRBR TN T A —HRIE Ziin§ 272 OICOT R EICHEE T 5 H2z P n & L.
4. 2 IRBORE

TAPO E7/UILHS/REELR ZE LM B ET L Th 5. HEEHAE OIS ITIRIE L S 6l /)
WREETH D2, —BAICER TIIEE BN O PREBITE TE RV, TSN E 2T A —
Z1, J, B E Oy 2 ERTRIE SN D EEM»BRINT 2720120, B8R OISIIREZES
LEN DD AN HITEWGS, #EES I FEOT ZRRBISEE S D 2 ERZ.
ABFFE TIEHFEARRICB W T PR TIREEZHEATH 2 & TRTA—FREEIT).
SRS IV CREE O IR A RE L7258, AR G2 6 5.

& =Vor = Ve =0 (19)

I MRS E TR R OFM & U THEERIZAGTMICLIRNBELD Z b, KADX D
WZARE LTz,

6o =0 (20)

I 2 TefBROYS AT ROHEOT R LT AMOTATH D, 7 v 7 OIEANZBNT IR
O DOIGEZBANT 2 &R LOME AR OIS TR TEZ b b.

Opr = 1i_vo-zz @1

Ogg = 11—1/0'22 (22)

FEBEOT A LOCBEEABOTRIZNENU TOXNTEZ BN .

1 (1-2v)(1+v)
gfz = &zz _E(1——1/)JZZ (23)
P L L Oomawan)
Err = Egg = A2 ra, (1)) b (24)

Vo, = Vor — 2 (25)
Y =vh =0 (26
- T, LBLOy Ik THhEZoN5.



I = i—zazz @

2
J2=3(52) 02,2 + 78, (29)

Nk 2 1/2
Yy = [zgfzz {1 +2 (—(1 2v) 2“3(“")) }+ (ygz)z] (29)

2{(1-2v)+a;(1+V)}

4. NF A —H[EETFIE

Hﬁ AHEAANRBROESFMETCOEBRERICHIEOXE T 4 v T 4 7L, T A—HF

AT 9. AW CTIIEBORMNRT A — 2 2B T v T 4 v 7 S D oI — ik
%m@m%%mwk#ﬁ%mm_%ﬁé%MLt.Ww_%&@ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁmumﬁkbt.
TAPO E7 /VTIE, HMED DM~ E U0 o ZBRBAG R, BYEERIZB W CTHREDN R AE Lt
D LBERMGS, BIORBROK T 520 S 2 ERT 2 UNERNS DH. AW TIE, Mk
OF 523 0.2% (yg, = 0.002) & 72> To W5 A BEARBRAASR, [, DMK T LAk 7o S A R EBRIA R,
Jo, DN 0 &7 o To S s & L=,
IS AUWTIE T XA AT (90 FE) A O FEBRIZIIT HRERBAGAOTEAMIS I TH D, iz
90 FEAM DO FEBRTIL, BIEH MO 1 0= ORI hART O VEPERIR CITEIE L= 8 AR
Nty b 7es. FIZL, =0 THHZENOLGRPRETH- Thy, NERMBLVRES. - T,
WD NRT XA —%q, bBLUH 121X %y, <y OFRPHIZIT 90 AR O FERAERIC
v T 4 7 SHEE LTz (Fig. 7).

PR T v VR T A—ZazlE, WBIEREOERFEZGICEET 2B Th 5. #E A ORI
BOFXMIEHETH VT EMHE R LRV L HE X LN DHH, TAPO €7 /L CillEsks LT
W5, ayzRET D HEE LT Burbulla® 38 PER T v bk %

w

v * 8trans (30)

Eaxml

LEFRL, QOREML 2 Tay2v h bR D FIELRRE Lz, 22Tl Ll idznzniy

PEREOT 22 L IVERBEOT 2 CTh D, RRREEZH WD &, FhIS PIREIZE W Tay i3k TEHE 2 B
ns.

x _ 1=2v"
a2—2u+w)(3D

Z SOV 2RI U725 8RB 72 &S TR BRIV FEBRIC L0 MR OfiE O A g8 &K
OROT HERETIULas ZRETE D, —J7, BIRBAMA (yy =0) T =0&7252 & 2FIH
L, v =0DERERICADXE T 4 v T 4 VT EERET D & HTE S (Fig. 8). AMFIETIE
BEBEIZEL DasDIREEIT -T2

R AR BT 3R &2 22y ICB W THEC 2 &3k S (Fig. 9). Ky iICBWTQ@QRDO 7 4 v T 1 7 b
a,BLVa,R’KES. ¥y, = 0,0.05, 0.1, 0.2, 0.3 (B TKREST (a1, ap) 1T BX, X%
TAYT AT EED T ETayy, ayy B L Vayy, & FE L= (Fig. 10).

WG Z1F 5 AR D /3T A — X2 RIEEIT O . BEFERICI T 2 B ER LGS &R0
EFERZQIXUTEAT L2 & T, BIRNATOY Ly BNRE D, TR =ZWETIZL £ J,00 6
—REICREDLDHEESETIEmEE L B R R0 EE LW, BERIGEORERNLROTTE




W SIC BT OEA Lz, 537 A =2 ThDdye, dpeBLVd31FQRKE (., T) OEBRSE
R, diBEVTA0RE (yp, T) OEBRRICT 4 v T 4 7 SERE L7=(Fig. 11). 14X
BROOWSREZFMT 52 LT, 90 AR DOIERIZIT DG O £ COEBGEED )
ywPBEE L TRE D (Fig 12). (13X E2ZORRIZT 4T 407952 LT nkRIELE. £
BRI CIXHI R OLF SRR T TEL LTV B A, (1R TIIEITBRETE 2. 2D X 9 7%k
fbizxhit: LIZHBE250S TAPO E7 /L CIXERAIRETHH. —F5C, DBHIINT 51% EHENE
I TN BB T 9 5 72 0 FBRAE R & ORZENMITRE R~ LI T B NS s, (13)RiC
£27 4 w7 4 v ZRERITBEER G AT TOME B L OREHRMEAA—E L TS, K
FHEICEXVRELEEHWS Z L& Lz, DLEOFIEIC L WV IRE S NTZ/3T A —4Z{E% Table
112”7,

5. ARERMBTOMBRLBE

5. 1 HARGTHESANAR

5. 1. 1 f#HTEM

MfF 22 e E S AnREROA RELEMENTZ LS-DYNA Ver. R.9.0 ZHWEE L7-. X v =%E
TV Fig 13 \ZRd. HEEFNN— b DA v ot A XX, &K 1.5bmm, &/ 0.1mm & L7, #
ERBEFRITEA AN 4 55, PEEFANC 5 oFl, FEHWIT 20 5FI L. HEEROMEIET L&
LT TAPO €7 /v [MAT 252]% [ L7z, #EERIOER X A 713588285 SIR VU v N
(ELFORM [2D) & H\ 7=, #EiRoskEle T 1 & LT MAT_KINETIC_PLACITY [MAT_2] % {i /i
L, S45C Otz H Lz, #EROER X 4 713 1 sk — €S 1 EF#Z(ELFORM (1) % A
Wio BERSGMEE LT, =7 v odl s ARG o0 iR A i U, SO R I A 2 i
O, IR ELOERISREI AN A 5 2 7o, Mi51ERO0 E), EAARGO FE, 60 &) , #iHEA W90
FE)DIS I3 1T 2 AT % Fe ki L 7=

5. 1. 2 MRS IOESE

WG FATE, ALY E—RA b, WA SOBEIE) OS8R, HABTRMOR-O03 75
Rz ROT-. TR & DOk A Fig. 14 3 X OV Fig. 15 127

BEAAMT (30 EB LW 60 ) OSBEHAT, IEHNERMEICHAKE < 22 B HE 5
FERTOFBMERERIC B W CTHER TE 2. 19, q, PBXUOHIZ 90 EAMORREL Y 7 4 v T 07 L
72728, EEBAETE TORRIZ 90 EAMIIBWT L —&T 5. —F, oMo/ Tk
RBEBR T A =& LIVERT v VR A—F ORBLZT 5. §iETIE, G)RXBLOEG)AD
RIS & 0 B LRI 2 U RBLT & TR WATRENE, E 772G REEDRE D & OB L
aBERa, D7 4T 4 U TITRAENE U ARBERE 2 6D, BE T, BHEEEOETIC
EOa DB T D AREMERN B 2 5D, L Laenn, KVHBICA LR E 5720 05K
DEINFTET NV OBFRELENMNE L 720 BUERF) TRV, o T, BRLIKEEN LIZIZNTA—2F
2=V TR EICEBNRTG A= FORBEPIIEITHD L EXS.

EEBRFE TIE 90 EAMLIAOMER, T7abbT > 028 W THRERGADOR 3, kL OHEE
DHEEITHEE DR DR TE D, BiFE I ddye B L Wd;, BEFIEINOF 2 —=2 712 L 0 BEFERK
BT DT R OUENI IR S D,



5. 2 DCB#®B

5. 2. 1 ZEBRTIE

BEERN D = 3 )L X — R FERNE F1ED—>TH 5 Double Cantilever Beam (DCB) iRk % 3
i U7z, HoEIRITIE, (308 (SUPL0) 246 L, #oEik1EI3R S 1=188.0 mm, iE 5=24.8 mm,
BIOWEX =19mm & L. #EEREEZZX0Imm ¢ L, AUV T o7 745 1L (PTFE)
VR EFATAHI LT, BEETET L L L HICHIRA 50 mm A AR LTs. R IROBEE T
i, TAITFTERRICE DY R TR MU E 7 b A L DBUE &2 BEERIICIT o 7. AR
Btk (STB-1225S, (Bf) —=— - 7 K- 7A48) ZHv, BBRIRE 24C, 7 A~y FAE—
R 5 mm/min THE & B OARMZ2RE Lz, £7-, CCD H A 712 K % FEBh 0@k A RIE &L
LV ERESEZWELL.

5. 2. 2 fitir&tt

DCB B O A REHAHT 2 LS-DYNA Ver. R.9.0 Z A WVEfifi L7=. A v 2FT /L% Fig.16 |2
R BEERIS— RO A v oA XE, &K 1L.5mm, #x/h 0.3mm & L, #EAIS— DR Y
ValIEEREI AN TEE L, BEEROMEET L E LT TAPO €7 /L [MAT_252] % f# H
Lic. BEEROER X A TII5E8HS SR VU v FEF(ELFORM [2D) % . #E RO
£5 /L L LT MAT_ELASTIC [MAT_1]1%{£f L, SUP10 O EZEH Lz, WER0EHE
A V1 SRES IS EFE(ELFORM [1D % v iz, EBRICEKIT 5 b v PERIC I E AR
EUCHIMAHEZRRE Lz, BERSME LT, HUORIEE D ~EMOERMEE 5 %, OH
DRIAARF O SR AA 2 5 2 72

FIBITET L Ok E LT, #5A]lS— DA TAPO 5 /W %2 CZM % L= A RRE
TS ER L=, MEFETF AL E LT CZM 0—>Th 5 MAT_COHESIVE _MIXED MODE
[MAT _138]%fH L7=. CZM DffhT THEL L 72 5 IR KL X — R Ge X ER I H A ST
il % Nz,

5. 2. 3 BB IOMITHER L B

DCB B  FEHds L O T b - EAN#R M % Fig. 17 TR 7 . BEA DG,
Compliance Based Theory (CBT) {£X£ ¥ 2.1 kd/m2 &RKFE -72. HFEZEAEESAMNREROH
BIAE T A DG S1-OF B s 55K F D5 A OREE I E T 2 BALEREY -V O R LX—W %
KRITH 2 5.
W = [/ o(x)dx (32)

2 I Gl S DT AN Th 5. PRS- A AR C O RS L ORI R
BT HAWIEZENZN 2.1kd/m2 & 1.9kd/m2 TH o7, G EWITKEREWVR2NAEO XK 9 73
r—ATIE, ENFT 7 e —FIC K D ARERMTZ0 TR, ERHA TR e —FIT
E D ABREHRMATIC RN T b X RHOMERITK L THR T 21T 25 2 & BRI .

6. WS
3 WotHER AR DIEMIL A IR BRI BT DMEFET LD /RT A — X E % a2 a6 E A Adr

-



RROERFE RN ORE LIz, MEFET AL E LT, BEEAREORBERY v —0HEEGELZ DI
BRABPEMRNT 2158 & 5 TAPO £7 /1 [MAT_252]1% flv 7o, RISkt L RO A DG )
IRBEET 22 LT, ERICEVAE LIZEEAR FTOISH-OFTHERNG AT A =S EE
RIET D EBHR. RO TNT A =2 fE2 W THREZEEEEE ARER O 217 -
7. EBGERNORE SN AT A =2 HR, BBLAARTH D Z L NERIER & OB G
HEMNE otz LLaan b, EEAM FOREEE TO &LV BT D013/ T A —
BFa—= TR EIC K DT A= EOREENLE TH 5 Z &R Sz, DCB RO
PR &0, RO A RERMBATIZI DT HEY R BT A2 WD Z & THAEHI O & Rtk
RZFLRTE 52 LIRS h.
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Fig. 1 Configuration and dimensions of bulk specimen made of adhesive.
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Fig. 2 Configuration and dimensions of cylindrical butt-joint specimen.
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Fig. 3 Stress-strain diagram of tensile test with a bulk specimen.
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Fig. 5 Tensile stress-strain diagram of cylindrical butt-joint tests.
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Fig. 6 Shear stress-strain diagram of cylindrical butt-joint tests.
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Fig. 8 Relationship between square root of J,and I; when y, = 0 with plastic potential curve.
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Fig. 13 Analytical model of the cylindrical butt-joint test.
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Fig. 14 Tensile stress-strain diagram of cylindrical butt-joint tests with experimental and
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Table 1 List of TAPO model parameters obtained from cylindrical butt joint test results.

) Identifying
Variable  Value -
Condition
p
¥P =0.002
To 6.76MPa ' %*
0 =90°
q 5.94MPa Yo <7Ve
b 6.13
6 =90°
H 2.42MPa
aq9 -0.25
A1y 0.33
Yv <Y
ayo 3.01
aZH '0.50
a; 0.17 yw=0
dyi; 0.15
dye 1.61 Yv =Yc
ds 2.74
d, 0.88
Yv =Yr
d, 2.11
Ye <Vv <YV¥r
n 1.36

6 =90°
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Abstract

Identification method of parameter values of an elasto-plastic continuum damage mechanics
material model for finite element analysis (FEA) was investigated using experimental results
of cylindrical butt joint tests. Toughened Adhesive Polymer (TAPO) Model [MAT_252], which
expresses material behavior of adhesives including elasto-plastic deformation and material
damage, was adopted. Assuming the plane strain state, parameters included in constitutive
equation, yield function, and non-associated flow law were identified. Using the obtained
values, cylindrical butt joint tests and double cantilever beam (DCB) test were numerically
conducted. Several difficulties were found in fitting in the plastically deformed area with the
combined loads, and in the damaged area excluding the pure torsion load. Thus, it was
indicated that parameter tuning of the yield function parameters, the plastic potential
parameter for hydrostatic stress term, some of the Johnson & Cook failure parameters, and
exponent of the phenomenological damage model would be required for more preferable results.
Comparison of the numerical results with the experimental results showed that the parameter
1dentification method assuming plane strain state can be applied to the finite element analysis

of adhesive joints.

Key words: Finite element method (FEM), Structural adhesive, Combined loading, Elastic-

plastic deformation, Johnson and Cook damage



