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A study on buckling behavior of composite shell using multi-DIC method and finite
element analysis
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ZelZg O(Woven Fabric Prepreg)E AFSGHH HMADJCH JFSE IS0 AISE EBAER
ZelZgasl JIAHAAE =S4dgts mAot)| flof MEAMZRE g M= JIHE S4is Sotbt

0B J
0
on
10
>
o |

IR0 A 25, 3 L 8 0|2 Alslal StA0AM RXE EtANE REZ29 242
HMEAOA =X W29 242D U2 2 QL Lo, S5 SLEQANMA Hets e
X5 QAo AN AM2RE AS = 22 SAUS IIee I} UL

ElAMS H2|Zy 9 2422 =X51D| sk ASTM D3038 ZZ=S 1610 24 AES
RssiC19 Ol 11 20| EtAMS T2|ZYOE AME56H0 2101 250mm, WHHl 15mm, SH 2.5
mmel Q& AIEE AIEHO| HMZEZUCH OIFE AlE2 sHE Y0l (Hand Lay-up) galoz2 M= 0

ne o

ABSH0NA O 1 22 2= ZZ12(Temperature Profile)S WMet AHsh ZIUJCH E£sH, oH
A& O (Grip)0l AlBN &2 F= 212 2Xlol)| fol O 110 201 AIE E5E € (Tab)Ol
oI AlECo 2Z JIEXZIN PECU/JUCH BS5E S Relds =& (Glass Fiber Reinforced
Polymern& HMEZASH Z0l 50mm, UWHI 15mm, SH 1.5mmoOICt. AlE B5& €2 Z2¢&
Ol Z Al(Epoxy) EEHME AMESIH H AMEHY 2HIAJCH S256] HZFLE.

N

Temperature profile

]
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T T T
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Fig. 1. Sdat HEE AF AE 2 A0 MBE 2= ZZ20IY

EANES DDy oF AEHS HEES =3dolJ| 2ol 3D DIC AMAEO0 AIZERALCH DIC JIEES
X229 2cld FE 0l HE Y (Field of View, FOVIUIS & ¥ HEES HESE £ Us
JI0ICH 3D DIC AlAE2 FLIRMAIS Blackfly S USB3 JtHIetE RHEEUSH el X 20[IF 25 mm¢e!
dIRE AME0I0. HEES HSoldl ol oF AMEHO ZHM= AHZE WE (Speckle Pattern)Ol
ZNE T C/JACH IH MBS s FAIE I (Universal Testing Machine, UTM)0I & =5t H S

c
HMOIZE Saf stZ2 FUCH ASTM D3038 EES &5 2mm/minel G152 FUCH LabVIEW™
T2 )HE ALEot0 3D DIC AMAES MOt 1= 21322 AES BHE O0|0IKNE 2= otALL
AB0l 2 F ARAMIS® 2025 AFZ5I0d B1E 0I0IXI0 ol 242 XA
il

OI0IXI 242 Sdil AES BHEESS HEGtL HsUEAIEII ZEH(Load Cel)UiIN &2 S
CIOIE 2 ZEAIA 8 22 201 & AlES SH-BHEE ddZE 20, SE-HEE =
BEA20A 22 B8R 22 AU A== 58 GPaOIH F0t&Hl = 0.037, &2 == 570
MPaOICt. 21& AIS0A &2 =48l MIANA €2 =40 e Blle = 10l ZAIE Bhet
20 2 10AM & = AX0l &H SEHE 84301 23 O Rb=s WS L = UL Ol HEAE
N2 08 48 228 = 25 ZZMYES MEGIH M2 U2 HHEH ==g S8 2SE
T2k Z€2 48 SN 22 2 ZZ2MEES MESH MA-WIIN = 2 ASUA =E2=



[Af2] = EIA| = 0f]

Strain - Stress curve of tensile test
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—— Specimen 1
—— Specimen 2 :
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o 400+
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04 T T T T

0 2000 4000 6000 8000 10000
Micro Strain [pE]

Fig. 2. BtAE S SEN & ABHO HEE-SH =24
Table. 1. EtA8S S&MY JIAHE 24t
Property | Nominal® | Measured | Difference

E, [GPal 72.7 58 79.8%

X [MPa] 850 570 67.1%

Vi, N/A 0.037 N/A
Data " provided from SKY FLEX™

1.2. BANS Z2|Zy ] =81 ASY I8 A A=

AB AMRE 28 FEH PIE2S IISEH 2C0 EBAMHS DDy OE 2EHAI = ##HE
A0y gao2 HMELUCH XNZAHNAN FSZ 07 F 28l AEY X2 AJSH =2c=2
A 2215t s BtAMS T2IZy 09 2C AN %2 TES 25D 1 o EAMS
DRIZyE HE MUY, HE2= 2ASs X2 KB (Vacum Bag)2 2 82 (Bagging) A9l
A2 BIOS HAGI0 JISEH oA 2 CQUCH Fsol AI2E 2 Z2mYe 12 10lA
AtE8H 24D 2L,

AEs 8 ZHZS Eol MEE BAMS 28 8 2x=2 08 30 20 HEE BAAR
S5 AEYH PX29 AOIEE ZE XZ2 71.2 mmol =0/ 90 mm, SMH 0.5 mmOICt. SS0lA
ESxtE ASS PX29 A BTS2 MEXZE AI25H0 HEHSH(Flatten)AIZCH J2I0HAM 2 2 S0
ASES PRS0 O = 2302 HiYE == J%(Wrinkle) Z 80| Qs A2 =oIst 2 YO
Ols o =0A 23 SN M2 HE0IC 0l FEH PESO J|6tetA 22 A (Geometric
Imperfection) 22 2tE8 £ QIO 0l= AEH RX20 X2 oIE0 =S =0t
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HMEE 28 A8 X290 J|6ed 22XAH2 H=sH)| A ATOS Z&X HZ= =H(Jt
ANSEACH. 8 49 20| ATOS AlAEIS A AJNY HH2M ANES S II=SX 219 3D
M4 (Mesh) LS 22 2 ACHY.
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AEYH PEEZFE 28 ASEH P X = (Best—fit Shell) MOIZE =EoIUCH M=
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Fig. 5. 3D AJHHE AIS6l0 22 AlE2 Jlotstd =28d

HEE Jlolstd E2A™H=2 Heold|l fdl E2 AMZIF OIRHB2H JIE 0l AlSE gge
OlXt& Z2l0l Z#=(Double Fourier Series)& AIEol0 |EE Fx= A JIoEd E2gAF™HE2
OEiols 20|02, 2Es X220 J|oetN 22MH = 28 o) AR 2L (Two-
dimensional Random Field)212& & % UA2H 0l & (1)§ a2 QL 22X E2lo 2=
Z200F g¥EAs E)| Aol =S 210i0 2xE FAENMe RHEZ 2EE JH9ol st
&2 (Approximation)22 ALE £ AL, 02 61 20l =4 HIZ gEs +wsoz HIC
XxE2 FEE XSO = YE0LD yE=2 AF YEEs Jiel2lth.

w(x,y) =2t 3, X2 0cos (Ak,cos +Bk,sm—) (1)

Fig. 6. Jlotsty S228d°| HE



b

= 0¥ Mo

1 = =S O Y U
o o fJ Ob o 1% 0

AT

1> 00 12 2 08

ol

o]

v 2

i

(=)

cl Ofl

H

Hu 0K
IJ

0

o J¥ |p =
4

=)
ol

0z

=
ox [T
o

=9
St A

Ao S oJo o 2 & i A

0x 0x HT JA

of 4

nio

< g

Zeloll

=)

i 3o
[0

o

nio

g

Axial Position [mm)

Axial Nodes

o

Radlal Displacement [mm)]

100
Circumferential Posison [mm]

Fig. 7. WO—-11 AlE S =& DlIot

)
v
o
o
=z
T
3
<

»
(=]

Axial Position [mm]

Radial Displacement [mm)

-
=

?.
(Flattening) Al21=
HESIA 22 ]Sy FX=0|

mpression) ot&1 =8/ (Bending) ot
& =(Stress Concentration)& 4101 MI|H =0 0O

o
j—

NES =
A2 HALCH

= F
Xt
S,

_?__l

EN
=

Sl
=

fﬂl:f(ﬂ).

pun |

a7 N —1
=T =2

cl Ol

Iz

=

B

50
Circumferential Nodes

g

40

g

AH
=

ATOS AAEL=Z

100

MATLAB

= omn
42 Yoe

00

[Af2] = EIA| = 0f]

SE28 40|
AESStH A atE

g=Jt 28
H2sd Hx=9
Id)OICt. & OI0IXIE
JloterA
=

St

030
0.25
0.20
0.15
0.10
0.05

o
g
Radial Displacement [mm]

1
o
b3
@

150

8
o
2
0x

0.25

0.20

015

0.10

0.05

0.00

-0.05

Radial Displacement [mm]

=0.10
150

Circumferential Nodes

00
Ol

OfH
o

Im
|0

=)

o

PIPSONTIE=
QXIb MDD
a8 92F 20l
F. Ol 288 X220
(Loading Imperfection)22 =



20234 g5 FE=Y [Af2] = EIA| = 0f]

Step 1 - bending Step 2 - compession

2 HANME ARAMIS® Z2:MS AI23I0 01248 = 2 AHS HSSGIRCH. O 100A
ot=M Ho(Plane 1)2 &Y IENHCS XZ BHE ““%”OIE A2l 2H0I0 =4 HH(Plane 2)2 =&
ASE P22 It M JHe ’“OE 0|20 & " (3-point Plane)OICt. 0 & ™M™ AL0IQ
2 E FHGHH 7431ID4 d= %“:(Boundary Perturbatlon Angle)g =XoIULCH. Wo-11 S8 =8
TXEE9 olE ESFAM AT E 0.27°0110 W0-12 =28l 28" X299 ol 2274 2AEE=
0.4°0|C}. OIE1§F 6% EATE T E.JHI NS E=8 Retadldl HEAH s HES LS
X SHBHRACH.

m
Q
>
x

A
i
ol
Ol
e
o
B
0x

= AMEU MEZ=E ME Xl 8 1113 &0| DFZ‘&'%&U\I<’>43|(Universal Testing Machine), TS
DIC AIAE! 12|10 MOE ZEEO0ICH DHSORAIE IS MTDIMALSl MINOS-100 22 S AlE25tA oM
DISOIEAIEININ & = Us U ot==2 10,000 kgfolCh. CF= DIC AIAEE 4J12 3D DIC
ANAEIO2 M YOOH 8LHS FLIR™ALS Blackfly S USB3 JtHIctIot AF2ERUCH. HE Jtlct=
2448x2048E Aol GHATE JIAILD UALD HFLst H=E0| ERet 2 A8 70 =G HlwH
2 HE dd92 2ol 25mmel glx 20|E JI& dXE AI25HULCH
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DIC AIAEIS AIE5IH =280 KEE X299 BES HAE6H)| Adh AIEHS ZoHjs s U
A2Mo] AHZ2 IHE (Speckle Pattern)0l TX EIQUCH OI20l 95tH AHZ2 MEQ AHOIXE= 0.53
mmECt ZotoF 8HCH?Y. 08l 12 AHZ MEO XS 28l AEE X200 J2HM L 2
QUS0l AHZ IHEIOl ZLUSIH STZEN JACs HS L £ 9

Fig. 12. AHZ2 HES TX& S FS8 X2 AE

o

ANE ZHIE Olal § S8l 288 AL22 USCEAIEI|2 SYO0IEQ S4M =1 25 A2
TIEHGIQACE S AEI = MO8 BEEHE MSdl HOUHIAJCH = F A (Quasi-static) atES FI|
Ao 0.1mm/min2l B MO dEHoZ dts2 F=ULL

A0 AMEZ=E SAN O DIC AMAES AIEol s8N /S8 Fx=2 HE 0|02
JI26IQUCH CHE DIC AIAES HOE ZEEHO LabVIEW" Z2IOS AIE5I0 1= 21202 #HE

OIDIRIE 2&= HFZJACHAE 13). &0l 2 5 =M FSE FX222 HE 0l0IXs
ARAMIS® T2 S AI26I0d 245 UCH
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n | | ri i ]
Sebige Adilon .......I Camera Control Image Verification
e ‘
Aahants vmulstizn Sharpress
Shutter Time (o) snd Goin, IMAGES 3] [ zeome » b
» 100 } N ot a
e Cam2 »
Imope Acqusition =) 0
et Time g Cam3 +
=T} 4
Catbration | Frame Rate | Ociey Tme || (@l
| Cami 73
o s | (H sior | i com3 ht
Delay Time {8) NPhete Cam3 o
10 210 [ camis ~
Project Name a«m Camé “
s || [ vesens] | [Fomr o
J s &
i Touttnoges. || 2L -
— fi comi8
o
Cami
iy

Fig. 13. LabVIEW™ Z222 AIE5t01 CHE DIC AIAE RHOf

2.2. BIE DIC ALHEIE ALESH 360 MEH HE AS

Ct= DIC AIAEOIA 22 22 0I0IXS2 A2 OE 2AZ0A 22 0I0IXS0IJ10 360 dEHA
HES <IHA 0152 22 HHHE(Coordinate)OilAl 201 242 S ZRIE JACH 0SS stUHS
HHAZ SEAIII AGHM HEOl MIIX 2= StUe 2X(Rigid Body)E E#EE22 &HFotD Kdd
ZTUHAM 22 0I0IXNESS FXEES JIE2Z HiXIcte YBES AME05IAL & AdE0NM= =M
288 Fx==S  KNAote  2LsHFAIEIIS  SdI0EE  ZHZ  dEotG. FHX=O0
& X H(Reference Point)S 2ot BE 0I0I1XNS YoM ARAMIS® 2T ENHAM 0 HEZES
AE3H0 2 Hl EZIE St E(Rigid Point Cloud)E MAg = UCH 0 2ZH EUE SHREES
X2 0l ZE0A Z2EE 0I0INSS €2 MEAZ HHIXg = AL I8 14 Wl 2 Z0A
g =M Fs" FX=s2 0l0XNE oo 2AZnE ZEAIIse EYHES UEHHACH
SHsCIZAIEDIS 2dIoIEN XSS FAotnl FX=s2 BE€ 0l0INE =0 Jdeld 0
BXEES AMEotH Z2HM ZHLE ZdfE=E ddoll 0IE JIE22 el 2:0A EgE
OI0INIES ot MEAHZ A S8 888 P22 360 dFY HES HSFE = WA
ot A C

Rigid Point Cloud
.

Fig. 14. T+E DIC AlAH
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S5 FEY PEX29 A= AN UE S[stesdldsS XM 9ok ABAQUS CAE/Standard
D280 AMZLUC. FEE RE22 3D & 240 S4R 2A(Element)2 AI2s6I0d 2z
CAOH PES9 TJJle= E 2-20 HAIE MK FEH PX2O T LH 2L CUCH AEH
IXE 2O H4(Mesh) AHOIXE BCF 2 1.5mmE AZSO2M oilA MSTZ SFAAISID Ha
AN2tS Z=U0PY. QEIQAGNMN HNEE EANMS I 2

87 =
HEZoIALH 18 15% €0l g XM= ol REE A=otd 8= MGt

Index Description
Increment  O: Base State

Mode 1: EigenValue = 15133
Mode EigenValue = 15133
Mode EigenValue = 15204
Mode EigenValue = 15204,
Mode EigenValue = 15236,

w e owN[E
woEwN

Fig. 15. S& i 338 #x29 A

o
[
)
%
2

3.2. J/5HeE gl HBE HMH Y 2Y

ATOS ANAEZS ABGI0 =SHE =8 RSY X2 Folol 3494 Wagner S0l Hgst
Python® AJZES A0 AKX HEE JI6HetS SAHH0| HBE RSLAHN DS AYCH
O 162 JIBIEE SSEA0 HEEH SHRAHA DBOIK HAES 9 JIGEE Semds
BOBHE HBOIUCH JIGHeN 2AFAH0| NB8EH ASH PI2S SYHOR 61, AF YHFOR 240

T8 14640042 LA (Element)2 OIROHFCH. CtsolE 100 %

AJI2l 3D M & 240 R3ID4 RLAE AISoI 222 AL 2H EY0IEE KFeadi&0 2
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